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BOER COLONIZATION IN THE SOUTHWEST
DALE C. MALUY

IN

of the twentieth century, a small group of
emigres from South Africa established an unusual but thriving
colony along the lower Rio Grande below Las Cruces. The settlers
wererefugees from the recent South African War (1899-1902) in
which Queen Victoria's forces outlasted a small army of farmers
known as Boers. Since· 1835, these descendants of Dutch, French
Huguenot and German immigrants to the Cape Colony had been
migrating inland to avoid domination by the British government.
Discovery of gold in Transvaal, a Boer republic, and the inevitable
rush in the 1880s made Great Britain realize that she had been
remiss in allowing those agrarian settlers their freedom. For some
of the veterans of the lost Boer cause, especially those "irreconcilabIes" who refused to swear allegiance to the British Crown,a new
and much longer trek began. This time it extended across the
Atlantic and eventually terminated near the small village of Chamberino, New Mexico, in 1905.
General William D. Snyman was the £.rst senior Boer officer to
arrive in the United States. He was a fugitive with a price of
10,000 English pounds on his' head? Upon arrival in this country
inApril 19°1, he visited with President Theodore Roosevelt who
was sympathetic to the Boer cause. 2 Apparently the meeting was
cordial since due to the intervention of the President more Boer
colonists were permitted' to land in New York without detention
by immigration authorities at Ellis ISland. 3 Tugs were sent to disembark fhe special passengers before their ships doeked. 4
THE FIRST DECADE
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Benjamin J. Viljoen, lieutenant general and formerly the second
highest ranking officer in the Boer forces, arrived in New York on
December I, 1902. Captured by the British on January 25, 1902,
he had been a prisoner of war on St. Helena until his release in
September of that year. Since he refused to swear allegiance to
King Edward VII, he was banished from British soil forever. 5
The arrival of such a noted person as Viljoen excited American
railroad officials, especially when they discovered he was interested
in finding lands for his countrymen. Although he assured everyone concerned that he was without funds and that his people were
equally destitute, colony seekers took him in hand. He was shown
Maine, Connecticut, the Middle West, the Far West, Wyoming,
Arkansas, all parts of Texas, and California. The promoters' efforts
were all for naught. 6 Viljoen knew what he wanted, and he joined
General Snyman at El Paso, Texas to investigate possibilities for
settlement in the Republic of Mexico. 7
Snyman had toured Mexico alone in October 19°2, in a private
car placed at his disposal by the Mexican National Railroad. s He
met with the Mexican finance minister and was assured that anything the Boers asked for within reason would be granted. The
Mexican government agreed to acquire land for the settlers, and
Snyman picked out a tract of 4°0,000 acres near Jimenez in southeastern Chihuahua. However, when he returned to Mexico City
with Viljoen to finalize the colonization scheme, Snyman discovered that he had been dealing with the wrong man. He had not
talked to General Porfirio Diaz. Owners of the land demanded
$350,000, and the Mexican government could not afford it. ,After
expressing his regrets Diaz advised the two generals to look at land
in the Yaqui Valley in Sonora. 9
Viljoen and Snyman were favorably impressed with the soil in
the Yaqui Valley, butthe land was heavily wooded and in a generally prirnitivestaie.If the government wouldgive·.them aid to
put the 'land' inc:ohdidon for settlement, they' were', interested.
They were' imptessed~ith the climate, Guaymas, and the people,
themajorityofwhom wanted the Boers to settle there: After fuF
filling speaking 'eilgage'ments'in ETPaso,Viljoen and'Suyman
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would return to Mexico City to consult with the proper authorities
during the first week of March 1903.10
Observers of the Boers received no news concerning the settlers"
negotiations with Diaz for the Yaqui Valley land until Snyman
returned toEI Paso'on July 30. Instead of settling in western
Sonora, the Boers had begun improving a huge hacienda some
fifty miles southeast of Chihuahua City near the confluence of the
Rio Conchos and Rio San Pedro. Only seven families had assumed
allotted holdings, but General Viljoen was in Johannesburg makingarrangements for increasing the population.l l
Snyman had negotiated a contract with the Mexican governmentwhich permitted the establishment of agriculture and industrial colonies or settlements on the Hacienda de Santa Rosalia,
situated in the municipality of ]ulimes, district of Camargo, in the
state of Chihuahua, and on any' other lands he might acquire. He
was also advanced $50,000 toward the purchase of the hacienda.
Since he had contiactedJor a loan of $ 15°,000 on the lanas under
first mortgage, the government gave him twenty five years to repay
the $5°,'000, taking a second mortgage on the property.12 .
Within thirty-six months from December 29, 1903, Snyrnan
was required to have fifty families of colonists, consisting of not
less than 200 persons, on the hacienda. The contract provided for
partitioning of the lands among the families and all were eXpected
to become Mexican citizens immediately. Boer settlers were exempt
from military service except in case of a foreign invasion. They
were also exempt from all taxation except municipal and stamp
tax and iinpoit duties on farming implements they brought into
the country; 13
.
On November 28,1903, Snyman was in the best of spirits. He
had received word that Viljoenhad sailed from Capetown, South
AfriCa on November 4 withten families who were expectedto
arrive in· a w~ek.Henni'ng Van Aswegiil', e~gaged to· Snym~n's
daughter,·was scheduled 'to' arrive: in'February'1904,i~fith ten
more famITies. Snyrnan~s ·brother-·wouldc;f611ow:·i~ Ap~il.'With
another t~rf;By spring' thecolb~ywortld·corisist'bf'thirty-seveh
familiesaTldcould bec:onsidered successfully la1111thed':i4
.,
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During the summer of 1905, Boers were still passing through
£1 Paso and down the Mexican National Railroad to their colony
in Chihuahua. However, that was also the year that settlers started
moving back north to the United States.
Benjamin Viljoen and his father, for example, were in the
Mesilla Valley north of £1 Paso in November negotiating with
owners of tracts of land suitable for a colony site. He explained
that many of the Boers were disheartened by unpleasant experiences with Mexican officials. They feared that they would never
be able to secure titles to land and many of them were ready to
move. Farming was the Boers' only vocation, and the Rio Grande
Valley appeared to offer the best nearby opportunity in the United
States. 15 The South African immigrants might also have been
prompted to migrate by the recurririg damage caused by devastating floods. At the confluence of the two rivers where the colony
was located, rampaging waters frequently uprooted young trees
and buried gardens under a crust of Silt. 16 This is probably why
the Boers were able to acquire the hacienda in the £lrst place.
Benjamin Viljoen bought 750 acres on the west side of the Rio
Grande near Chamberino which was formerly the MorIey Ranch
in the old Refugio Colony Grant. 17 He selected this tract for his
home and those of his people because "the location offered everything they needed; the land was comparatively cheap, and the soil
was marvelously fertile. Water for irrigation was assured, and he
had heard talk of a large water control project to the north which
would prevent spring Roods. Agriculture was in its infancy in the
Mesilla Valley, and new arrivals couldstart even with the rest of
the settlers. Viljoen doubted that the colony could go wrong with
a market such as £1 Paso close by. But most of all the hot dry
climate reminded him of home in T ransvaal. 18
Upon arrival in New Mexico, Viljoen and his people were faced
with the monumental task of making a living and building a future.
Practically penniless, alinost discouraged, and locatedforthe most
part on virgin land, they were held together by ties of blood, common SOITmvs and common losses. It was necessary to outline a plan
and this was developed forthwith ina gathering under abig grove
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Area within which Boer farms were established.
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of cottonwood trees. 19 Cooperation was absolutely necessary if the
colony was to survive. Each man was to own his own land and
machinery, but farm equipment was to be common property for
the time being. One man was to buy a plow, another man a harrow,
a third a seed drill, and so on. No one man could afford to buy all
the implements he needed so everyone would use them in turn. 20
Cooperation would also be practiced in the cultivation of crops.
There would be no interference with one another's produce. One
man was to grow potatoes on a commercial basis. Another specialized in onions, a third in beans, and so on until some specialty was
assigned to each man. Viljoen and his brother opted for potatoes
and raised five acres using no other implements than shovels and
hoes. By selling them from door to door in the towns they netted
a thousand dollars. 21
Everyone lived on bread, cheese and milk in the first year until
the colony's gardens started to produce. Two of the best talkers in
the colony were sent to El Paso and elsewhere to create a market
for vegetables. Nothing was sold unless it was clean and attractive
looking. A steady market for everything they raised was created by
supplying the best possible product which was satisfying to the eye
as well as the palate. 22 In a remarkably short time the ambitious
and thrifty Boers transformed their property into a veritable vegetable garden. They rapidly became prosperous and expanded their
acreage until it was estimated that they owned or farmed some
1700 acres. 23 Four Viljoen brothers had joined their father to become partners in what was known as the Lucerne ranch. This
family was the driving force which made the colony thrive. 24 To
keep in step with their increased prominence, the Viljoen brothers
incorporated a real estate firm which advertised in the £1 Paso
papers. The general was listed in New Mexico business directories as a notary public. 25 Mrs. Myrtle Viljoen, wife of the general,
was appointed postmistress at Chamberino on July 2, 1907, and
held that position until January I I, 19°9, when she resigned. 26
BY'1908 the Boer colony in New Mexico numbered between
twenty and thirty families who occupied lands on'both sides of the
moGrande. Theywereclu.stered in the area north of Chamberino
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Benjamin and Myrtle Viljoen. PliotecoUrtesy 'of .Catherine· 'ta~ence;. La ·Mesa,·
New Mexico.
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and south of La Mesa with Berino on the eastern edge. Gerhurdus
Adolphus Z. Snyman, brother of General Snyman, settled at the
latter place. Some six other families who were followers of Gerhurdus Snyman migrated north to Fabens, Texas, about thirty
miles down the river from EI Paso. General Snym:m remained in
Chihuahua on a ranch that he had bought at Meoqui near the old
colony.27
Although the leaders were becoming prominent men in society,
the average Boer lacked education and rennements of modern culture. Farming and cattle-raising were the only professions he knew.
Home to him was spelled with capital letters and was second only
to the Bible. Religion was nrst and uppermost in his mind, and he
consulted the Old Testament in everything he did. 28 Hospitality
and kindness were not only habit but also his delight. No stranger
was ever turned away from his door. Mesilla Valley people laughingly declared that the Boers had fed every living tramp from the
notorious "A-No. I" on down, and one of the younger people was
always prepared to ply even the most casual visitor with coffee and
Dutch cookies. The women followed the Old World custom of
taking refreshments to the men in the nelds in mid-morning and
mid-afternoon. Even the Mexican laborers were required to partake. 29
Viljoen's colonists were not in the least disposed to clannishness.
The whole countryside for twenty miles around collected periodically at the big ranch house of Chris Viljoen for a dance. On those
occasions Americans considerably outnumbered the Boers. Singingstirring strains of the old Tnmsvaal anthem was always d~
manded on such occasions, and the South Africans obliged with
gusto. so
One area in which the average Boer was not lacking was pronciency in languages. He spoke English, Dutch, and Spanish.
Some spoke Portuguese East African patois and one or more Kaffir
or Zulu dialects. (It was said that swearing at a balky mule in Kaffir
was most effective.) They also got along splendidly with their
Mexican employees; The small village of Berino on the Santa Fe
Railroad was practically supported by them. S!
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U sing common sense and ingenuity the Boers solved a problem
that had been holding up development of the rich land to the west
of the Rio Grande. The river channel was very shallow· and was
characterized by sharp horseshoe bends. When the water rose in
the spring these features invariably caused destructive flooding.
The Boers rectified the problem by digging small straight ditches
across the necks of the bends with jetties exten.ding out from the
opposite bank to deflect the water into them. When the water rose
the ditches soon enlarged and carried the entire volume with increased velocity which lowered the river. 32 Viljoen said that three
cutoffs made by the farmers saved a large and fertile section of
land around Chamberino from high water. Thousands of acres
were placed in alfalfa and crops which had been abandoned for
years. Where the old crooked channels were only about a foot deep,
the new ones were four to six feet deep. 33
Application of this method of flood control nearly resulted in an
armed conflict in March of 1910. The group from the east side of
the river cut a channel aetoss a bend on the west side of the river.
The "west siders" filled up the upper end with bales of hay which
turned the stream into the old channel again. Armed guards were
posted, and the "east siders" declared that they would re'-Open their
ditch by force if necessary. Viljoen, who was the leader of the "east
siders," attempted to moderate but to no avail. Finally, the dispute
was settled by District Judge Merritt Mechem in favor of the east
side, since the land through which the channel had been dug belonged to the Boers. M
In the spring of 1908 Viljoen wrote an article concerning irrigation in the Mesilla Valley which received widespread publicity in
the news media, and was made a part of the Report of the Territorial Engineer for 1910. A more immediate result of his writing
was an appointment from Governor george Curry to be a delegate
to the National Irrigation Congress at Albuquerque in September

Oh9 08 . 35
Improvements in flood control and irrigation were hot the only
issues taken up by the progressive-minded Boers. They quickly
realized that they had to protect their market for alfalfa·· which
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rapidly became their money crop. Under the leadership of Viljoen,
the Western Mesilla Valley Farmers Association was formed in
1906. This first farmers' organization in New Mexico was successful in setting the prices and establishing the grade and weight of
alfalfa hay which was shipped. As a result prices were never lower
than ten dollars pet ton nor higher than seventeen. The £1 Paso
middle men were cut out of the picture, and the alfalfa growers
were no longer dependent upon them. Viljoen's group later combined with other organizations in the lower Rio Grande Valley to
form the Southern New Mexico Farmers Association. 36
As a concerned representative of the farmers west of the river,
Viljoen conducted a continuous campaign in the press for improvement of transportation facilities. He chided the £1 Paso business
community for not recognizing the immense possibilities for agriculture in the Rio Grande Valley. If they had, they would not have
tolerated the outrageous railroad service then available. He praised
the soil which produced two tons of alfalfa per acre for four cuttings annually, with the possibility of a fifth. Onions, turnips, cabbage and other crops produced fifty percent more than he had seen
elsewhere. The markets were ample and prices satisfactory, but
instead of being only twenty miles away they might as well have
been two hundred. There were 16,000 acres of irrigable land
available west of the river but less than one third was under cultivation. Men of enterprise were afraid to tackle farming where
transportation was so undependable. Trains were normally a day
late, and the probability of produce arriving at its proper destination was questionable. In many cases it was unloaded at an empty
siding and stolen.37
.Passenger travel by rail, the normal method of going to either
£1 Paso or Las Cruces, was no better. Only one passenger train a
day each way, usually late, either caused an overnight stay in town
or a crossing of the Rio Grande at night, a hazardous undertaking
in a buggy. A petition presented to the Santa Fe Railroad in February 1909 by the farmers asked for the addition of another train
to provide daylight service both ways.3S
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Railroad service was not the only transportation problem that
bothered the Boers. They were always ready to help whenever
work was required to aid the community; however, the inefficiency
of road· maintenance and failure of others to participate caused
ViIjoen to write another of his letters to the news media. The system in use at that time called for all· male inhabitants between
twenty-one and sixty years of age to perform three days work annually on public roads. Failure to respond was considered a felony,
punishable by fine or imprisonment. There was poor response, no
prosecution of delinquents, and consequently no visible sign of
road-making in southern Dona Ana County. Work consisted mainly of cutting down sunflowers and mesquite. Viljoen suggested a
system of taxes, and asked that construction and maintenance jobs
be put up for bids, the procedure that was later followed. 89
Viljoen's activities in Dona Ana County plus his record in the
Boer War prompted "Old Rough Rider" George Curry to appoint him an aide-de-camp to the governor with the rank of ColoneJ.4° However, neither that honor nor any other affected him as
much as the one he received in January I909. Standing before
Federal Judge Frank W. Parker in Las Cruces, he received the
papers admitting him to full citizenship. The first Boer to become
an American citizen was overcome with emotion as he made a
short speech saying that every member of his colony had vowed to
follow his footsteps.41 Other honors came to Viljoen in I909 as
well. He was again appointed a delegate to represent the territory
at the National Irrigation Congress to be held in Spokane, Washington. 42 At the last minute the governor was unable to attend, and
Viljoen delivered the address Curry was scheduled to make. 48
George Curry resigned in the fall of I909 effective February 28,
I9IO. President William Howard Taft appointed William J. Mills
of Las·Vegas, Chief Justice of the Territorial Supreme Court, to
succeed to the governorship. With the blessings of both Curry and
Mills, Viljoen, the brand new citizen and good Republican, became involved in politics for the first and.only time. He applied
for appointment to the position of collector of customs for the Dis-
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trict of El Paso, Texas. 44 Roosevelt had established a precedent
when he appointed Pat Garrett, a New Mexican. Now the New
Mexicans felt that a similar appointment should be made to replace the incumbent, Alfred 1. Sharpe. However, Viljoen's chances
proved to be very slim. Sharpe not only had the support of J. A.
Smith, £1 Paso political boss, but also that of Frank H. Hitchcock,
Postmaster General of the United States. 45 Another factor which
assured Viljoen's defeat was his lack of support from Judge Albert
Bacon Fall who backed W. W. Cox, a San Augustin cattleman. 46
Before Curry left office he launched Viljoen on a very short and
completely inactive career in the New Mexico National Guard.
He was commissioned asa major to rank from February I, 1910,
and was assigned to the 1st Regiment of Infantry as a battalion
commander. His resignation was effective June 21, 1910, with no
apparent reason. 47 He was recommissioned as Captain almost four
years later on April 25, 1914, and placed on the unassigned list
where he remained until his death. 48 Governor Mills did not reappoint him as aide-de-camp, but did name him as a delegate to
the 2nd Annual National Conservation Congress held in St. Paul,
Minnesota, September 6-9, 1910. And for the third straight year
he was appointed a delegate to the National Irrigation Congress
to be held in Pueblo, Colorado. 49
Following his inauguration as territorial governor on March I,
1910, Mills toured the territory, making appearances in the majority of the county seats. On April I, he was greeted in Las Cruces
by a huge celebration and parade which featured an unusual
marching group. Ten pairs of Boers rode past the reviewing stand
carrying two Rags, the Stars and Stripes of the United States and
the Vierkleur (four colors) of the Transvaal Republic. Led by
General Viljoen and another pillar of the Boer community, former
Captain Nicholas Van Gass, the marchers were dressed in uniforms tailored by the local community for the occasion; during the
Boer War the only ones who wore uniforms were those who managed to steal them from the British. 50
Apparently overRowing with good will following their celebration and Viljoen's announcement that two more families from
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South Africa had joined his colony, the citizens of Las Cruces
planned another affair. Newspapers stated that there was a movement afoot to hold a public reception at the armory for all the Boer
residents. 51 A banquet and ball were being planned for some time
in June. The purpose, of the party was to get acquainted and to
show the Boers that their selection of the Mesilla Valley as their
new home was appreciated. 52 Whether this affair was ever carried out is questionable; no mention of it was made in the newspapers. This display of good will toward the Boers in 1910 is a
rather curious one indeed. In that year the Union of South Africa
was formed with the government under control of a political party
headed by two old Boer leaders, Jan Smuts and Louis Botha, and
it is possible the citizens of Dona Ana County were afraid the
energetic new neighbors might return to Africa. Viljoen had been.
offered a high position in the government and turned it down. 53
In February 191 I, Viljoen received an offer from an irrigation
project near Las Vegas, New Mexico, to move some of his people
there. The land was on the property of J. D. Hand at Los Alamos
a few miles north of that city. Viljoen persuaded his friel!-ds Jo remain in the Mesilla Valley after dose inspection of the conditions.
He argued that they had enjoyed encouraging success up to that
time, and with the Elephant Butte project a certainty it would be·
foolish to leave. 54 Nevertheless, his travels indicated .that the old
warrior must have been getting restless. Viljoen made a trip to
Washington, D.C. in April 1911 as part of a delegation forstatehood. Among others in the group were George Curry, Albert BaCOn Fall, J. Y. Hewett and H. B. Fergusson. 55 After his return he
appeared in EI Paso in the company of Mexican revolutionary
Francisco 1. Madero. 56
Viljoen served as a military advisor to Madero in the revolution
of 1911 and was present at the surrender of Juarez on May 11.57
How many other Boers were with him is unknown, but there were
at least twO. 58 Among the many other soldiers of fortune was Guiseppi Garibaldi, grandson of the great Italian patriot. Having
fought in the Boer War on the British side, he had little respect for
his old adversary. 59 However, when the campaign was over Madero
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Above: Nicholas Van Gass, former captain in the Boer Army, in 1914. Photo courtesy of Catherine Lawrence.
Below: Viljoen (second from right) as advisor to Madero's troops in Juarez. From
Timothy Turner, Bullets, Bottles, and Gardenias (Dallas, 1935).
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tenninated Garibaldi's services and retained Viljoen. 60 With his
wife, Viljoen accompanied Mad~ro to Mexico City. To relieve his
asthma, he spent two months at the San Lorenzo baths at Tehuacan. 61 After he had recuperated sufficiently, he acted as a peace
commissioner among the Yaqui Indians. 62 III health prevented him
from completing his mission successfully. By spring of 1913 he
was almost complete!y bedridden. 63
General Viljoen recovered his health sufficiently to write a
scenario for a motion picture which depicted the struggles of Huguenots in South Africa based on a book that he had written. The
Planet Motion Picture Company was to have filmed it on location
in the Mesilla Valley and at Santa Fe with Viljoen as technical
advisor, but he did not live to accomplish this task. 64 He died of
pneumonia at La Mesa on January 14, 1917.65
Viljoen's death marked the end of the Boer settlement in the
Mesilla Valley. His wife moved to El Paso where she ran the
Fischer Hotel and remarried; she died in Dallas in 1950. The Gerhurdus Snyman family made the proposed moveto Las Vegas. One
of Viljoen's brothers and the general's son moved to California.
The rest of the colony, as far as can be detennined, returned to
South Africa. 66
Few attempts were made to publicize the Boer settlers during
the short period of their stayin New Mexico, but other peers in
the agricultural community of the Mesilla Valley were well aware
of their existence. Their acreage was always in better condition
than that of other American neighbors; a fact which the old timers
were quick to admit. They set examples by their industry and
fanning methods which were worthy of imitation. Five years after
their arrival the Boers were recognized as the most successful cultivatorsof irrigated land in the Southwest.
In an' area where the land was considered a poor risk at best because of the annual devastation by the Rio Grande they prospered.
Due ,t? their ingenuity in flood control and progressive idea's in
irrigation, the Boers were direct agents in causing the value of cultivated land in the Mesilla Valley to double. Their lush fanns were
excellent advertisements for settlement and indicators of future

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW LII:2 1977

108

economic growth. These two factors were both essential in New
Mexico's drive for statehood.
NOTES
x. John Snyman, personal interview conducted by Joan B. Olk at
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soldier in the Boer Army before he was twelve years of age.
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34. Rio Grande Republican, March iI, 1918. Catherine Lawrence
interview.
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SAMPLE PARTIDO CONTRACTS

EDITED BY LARRY S. LOPEZ

the partido system of livestock production is several hundred years old. The first -Written account is from 1776
when Lt. General Nicolas Ortiz brought suit against a Juan Gutierrez over a partido of sheep, but the tone of the proceeding in~
dicates the practice was well established even then.! It was a system
well suited for American capitalists and upon their arrival in New
Mexico the system mushroomed. By 1900 almost three and a half
million sheep were in the partido system. 2
Generally the contract called for payment in kind. The owner
entrusted a number of breeding ewes to the partidero (herder) who
took care of them as if they were his own. Nonnal payment was
twenty percent of the increase annually; thus by the end of fiv-e
years, the owner's herd would double. Losses to this herd came
from the partidero's share. A second type of contract called for payment in wool, usually two or three pounds per animal per year. A
third called for twenty percent increase plus some wool, while a
fourth called for money.s
Not all partidos were for sheep, some being for cattle or goats.
In the- great majority of cases, the partidero was Hispanic, at least
until the coming of large sheep companies such as those of Frank
Bond and the Ilfeld brothers. 4 When both parties were Hispanic,
the contract was usually short and simple, sometimes only an oral
agreement. If either party were Anglo, however, the contract tended to be extremely long and detailed, leaving nothing to chance.
Below are translated examples of types of contracts noted above.
IN NEW MEXICO
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PARTIDO CONTRACT NO. I; CATTLE.

This contract is made and agreed upon this first day of May of
19°5 by and between Erinea C. de Griego, resident of precinct two
of Corrales, County of Sandoval, territory of New Mexico as party
of the first part and Juan Jose Griego of the same precinct, county,
and territory mentioned above, party of the second part.Witnesseth: That the party of the first part has turned over to the
second party fifty cows for him to care for in partido; The second
party must, for every five cows, annually give to the party of the
first part a one-year-old calf which is to be part of the partido for
two years. Said cows were received by the party of the second part
on the 20th day of September, 19°4 and he was satisfied with them
and he is to return them to the owner or his assignees to their satis~
faction. Said cows are secured by the party of the second part with
all the real and personal property he might have at the time of
receipt. It is agreed by the second party that he has no right to sell
or to give away any of his goods until he has satisfied the party of
the first part by returning his cows and his partido [share] unless
the first party gives his consent to sell something. Said contract is
made voluntarily by both and it is understood that the party of the
first part has the right to take back his cows anytime he desires or
that the second party has the right to return said cows when he
desires. They are to be taken care of on the ranch known as the
ranch of the deceased Eristino Griego located in the county of
Sandoval. In proof thereof the present contract is signed in the
presence of witnesses. 5
PARTIDO CONTRACT NO.2; GOATS.

This contract made on the I st day of March, 19 I 9 by and between Socimo C. de Baca of the county of Sandoval, state of New
Mexico, party of the first part and Perfecto Gurule and Pabla S. de
Gurule (his wife) of the county of Sandoval and state of New
Mexico, parties of the second part, \Vitnesseth: That the party of
the first part has on this day entrusted, for increase, to the party of
the second part, 60 young goats without defect and in good condition which the parties of the second part have received and are
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in their possession. The party of the second part promises the party
of the first part to return and tum over 120 goats, young, without
defect, jn good condition and order, at the end of five years from
the date of this contract which is to terminate on the I st day of
March, 1924. The party of the second part promises to pasture the
said goats inside the county of Sandoval, state of New Mexico and
not to dispose of said goats without the consent of the party of the
first part. The parties of the second part secure and give as security
for said goats or any portion of them the following real property
located in the county of Sandoval, state of New Mexico described
as follows, to wit: a piece of farm land thirty yards and one foot
wide, bounded on the north by' property of Eutimio Mares, on the
south by the property of Marta Segura, on the east by the Rio
Grande, and on the west by the mountain, according to the original
[deed], including all the improvements made on said property,
according,to a document made on the 14th of October, 1915 from
Isabel Segura to Marcial Segura and Pabla Segura.' The party of
the second part promises to declare said goats from the year I 920
to the end of the contract and to pay taxes for said goats, year by
year until the end of the contract. So that this contract be binding,
we and our administrators and assignees must carry out the terms
above specified. In witness thereof, this contract is made in duplicate and.signed by both parties on the day and year above written. 6
PARTIDO CONTRACT NO.3; [ONE PARTY AN ANGLO]

This agreement made today, the 6th of December, 191 I between Louis Ilfeld, resident of Albuquerque, New Mexico, party
of the first part, and Elauterio Leyba, Irene Montoya de Leyba, his
wife, and Moises Leyba and Anastacia Tafoya de Leyba, parties of
the second part, testifies that the party of the first part has given,
in partido, to the party of the second part, I 131 good ewes; white
and wooled, in good order and condition, and free of scab, of orieand-a-half to four-and-a-half years of age, divided in equal numbers
for each age, to the entire satisfaction and contentment ofthe party
of the second part with the mark and brand as follows [mark], the
receipt of which is by this [contract] acknowledged and: the telJ11

114

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW LII:2 1977

of this contract is for a period of five years starting the 15th of
October, 1911 until the 25th of October, 1916. The parties of the
second part are residents of the town of Pena Blanca, Sandoval
County, territory of New Mexico.
. I. The parties of the second part promise to care for these said
ewes within the territory of New Mexico in the best possible manner.
2. It is understood that the parties of the second part guarantee
said ewes against all kinds of accidents whatever their nature.
3. It is also understood that the parties of the second part are to
declare said ewes in their own names and will pay the assessed tax
of any kind during the life of this agreement.
4. The parties of the second part also promise to return and give
to the party of the first part the same number of sheep, of the same
type, quality, and description, and their wethers, as above described
and as they have been received, at the expiration or termination of
this agreement.
5. The parties of the second part will obligate themselves to pay
all costs of pasturing, dipping, shearing, and other costs which may
occur in the caring for of said ewes and their wethers.
6. It is also understood by both that until the time that said ewes
are turned over again to the party of the first part, their successors,
assignees, or representatives, said ewes and their wethers will be
and will remain the property of said party of the first part.
7. In addition, the parties of the second part promise to pay to
said party of the first part, as partido for said ewes, 50 cents annually for each head of 1131 ewes' during the month of June of
each year until the end of this agreement.
. 8. The parties of the second part promise to mark said ewes and
also their wethers with the mark above mentioned, and also promise
to mark with the same mark all the ewes they may buy during the
life of this contract, as well as all ewes now in their possession and
such ewes will be subject to this agreement.
9. If the parties of the second part, at the end of this agreement,
do not have enough to make up the entire number that they have
received from the party of the first part, they promise to complete
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such number from male and female sheep chosen from the wethers
of said ewes at the rate of three sheep for every two ewes. Such
sheep must be wooled, dipped, and in good' condition, females as
well as males.
10. If the parties of the second part do not have enough ewes
and rams for [any reason whatsoever of] fraud, in this case the
parties of the second part promise to pay for said ewes that are
missing at the rate Of$4.00 for each ewe.
11. The parties of the second part promise not to sell nor to
mortgage in any manner any portion of said ewes or their wethers
with the exception of ewes that are past the age of breeding and
rams. They will not have the right to make such a sale without the
written consent of the party of the first part. It is also understood
that the party of the first part will have the right to sell not only
the wool, but also the rams of said ewes at the market price and to
receive pay for said wool and rams, after having deducted the sum
of money that the party of the first part has advanced to the parties
of the second part, and the party of the first part will tum over
the remainder of said sales to the parties of the second part.
12. This agreement will be terminated by the party of the first
part in case the parties of the second part break any of the rules
and conditions herein mentioned. If this termination falls on, or
takes place during the time the ewes are pregnant, the parties of
the second part are obligated to return one-for-one, without taking
into account such pregnancies.
13. It is also understood that this agreement is made subject to
and, in consideration of the right of the party of the first part in a
certain mortgage, executed by parties of the second part in favor of
the party of the first part, as security for carrying oU:t this 'agreement.
Made in duplicate in Albuquerque, N.M. and in Pefia Blanca,
N.M. and signed and sealed today, this day in December, 191 I by
the parties of this agreement, being expressly agreed that the heirs,
executors; and administrators of the parties of the second part will
be bound by this agreement. 7

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW LII:2 1977

116

PARTIDO CONTRACT NO.4; SHEEP [BOTH PARTIES ANGLO]

Note: This is a very long and detailed contract, in English, made
between Frank Bond and D. R. Cater and his wife. It follows the
same general outline as the one above, though longer, and involves
1500 sheep ranging in age from one to six years old. Rental is to be
300 lambs annually, each lamb to weigh no less than 55 pounds.
The renters bind themselves to deliver the entire original number
without excuse, whether it be death, sickness, lightning, hail,
drought, pestilence, or war,8
NOTES
I. Archive no. 600 listed in R. E. Twitchell, Archives of New Mexico,
3vols. (Cedar Rapids: The Torch Press, 1914) 2:243.
2. Ralph Charles, "Development of the Partido System in the New
Mexico Sheep Industry," (M.A. Thesis, University of New Mexico, 1940)
p.28.
3. Charles, "Development," p. 41.
4. Frank H. Grubbs, "Frank Bond, Gentleman Sheepherder of Northern New Mexico, 1883-1915," New Mexico Historical Review, 35: 169-99,
293-3 08 ; 36 : 13 8-5 8,23°-43,274-345; 37:43-71.
5. Records of Sandoval County New Mexico (RSC), Miscellaneous
Book (Misc. Book) No. I, p; 20.
6. RSC Misc. Book, p. 16.
7. RSC Misc. Book, p. 12.
8. RSC Misc. Book, p. 143. Losses by participants could be severe. In
1792, for example, Joaquin Mesta and his sons lost one thousand sheep
they had assumed in partido. As payment they relinquished title to the M.
and S. Montoya and the Mesta Land Grants near Cabezon, Records of
Bernalillo County, New Mexico, Book NO.5, p. 422.
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THE CONFESSIONS OF A COLD WARRIOR:

CLINTON P. ANDERSON AND
AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY, 1945-1972
J.

ON

SAMUEL WALKER

1970, Clinton P. Anderson, New Mexico's senior
representative in the U.S. Senate, rose to address his colleagues on
an issue that was convulsing the nation. The previous evening,
President Richard M. Nixon had announced his decis,ion to use
American troops to destroy North Vietnamese sanctuaries in Cam~
bodia. Anderson, while remarking that he seldom spoke out 011
foreign policy matters and admitting that he lacked any special
expertise on the situation in Southeast Asia, felt compelled to express publicly his unequivocal opposition to the Cambodian incursion. Nixon's action, he said, pointed the United States "on a
new, dangerous, and potentially very tragic course." He rejected
the president's assertion that invading Cambodia was basically a
defensive measure, and argued that it would widen the war. He
predicted that enemy troops driven from their Cambodian sanctuaries would exert greater pressure on the capital city of Phnom
Penh, resulting in new and urgent pleas from Premier Lon N61's
government for increased American assistance. Anderson harbored
grave doubts that the Cambodian offensive could be "a clean, fast,
surgical military operation," and declared: "War in Asia is like
quicksand. . . . It is tempting to believe that a quick raid into
heretofore forbidden territory could hasten the end of the Asian
conflict, but, sadly, Vietnam has taught us that this cannot be."
Nixon's decision, he added, raised profound constitutional questions about the roles of the president and Congress in making war.
Confessing that he was "as blameworthy as anyone" for permitting
the executive branch to involve the United States so deeply in
MAY I,
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"....

Anderson conferring with Lyndon B. Johnson aboard Air Force One. Photo courtesy
of the Clinton.P. An~ersonAgency.
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Southeast Asia without a declaration of war,the New Mexican
urged that Congress reassert its constitutional authority and assume
its proper responsibilities in the conduct of American foreign
policy.l
Anderson's remarks were but a small part of the storm of angry
protest that followed the announcement of the Cambodian invasion; many other voices were more prominent, more eloquent,
and more impassioned. But his views were still noteworthy because
they represented a sharp contrast with the positions he had taken
on foreign affairs during most of the cold war era. As Harry S.
Truman's Secretary of Agriculture from 1945 to 1948, he' played
a role, albeit a secondary one, in the formulation and execution of
American diplomatic policies that eventually culminated in the
Vietnamese imbroglio, After his election to the Senate in 1948, he
continued to support America's cold war posture and willingly consigned primary responsibility for foreign affairs to the chief execu- .
tive. For Anderson, as for most Americans, it reqUired the magnitude of the tragedy in Vietnam to force a reexamination of longheld but too little questioned ideas about foreign policy. The war.
in Southeast Asia prompted him to modify his world outlook to
the extent that, in 1970, he expressed regret for his own and the
entire Truman administration's TOle in contributing to the tensions
that produced the cold war. In a broad sense, the metamorphosis
in Anderson's thinking reflected the widespread discontent with
American foreign policy in the late 1960s and early 1970s. In a
more narrow sense, it evolved from the private reappraisal by a
cold warrior who was flexible and open-minded enough to reconsider positions he had espoused during a generation in public office.
Anderson's cold war views were rooted in his distrust of the
Soviet Union and c;ncern about the spread of communism. In
January 1945, while serving as congressman from New Mexico,
he told a Wooster, Ohio, dinner meeting that he disapproved of
Russia's territorial claims in eastern Poland and worried that an
unfair settlement would jeopardize chances for a lasting peace.
One of his first decisions after becoming Secretary of Agriculture
in June 1945 was to stop shipment of butter and fat products des..:
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tined for Soviet ports. Although his motives were not malevolent,
he later wrote, such actions aroused Soviet suspicions and fueled
increasing American-Russian tensions. 2
Anderson's antipathy toward the Soviet was most obvious in the
stand he took on the question of sharing atomic information with
them. He made his position clear in a cabinet meeting on September 21, 1945. Secretary of War Henry L. Stimson opened that
day's discussion by pleading for free exchange of scientific information about atomic energy among members of the United Nations, including the Soviet Union. Since scientific knowledge was
already widely disseminated and Russia would be able to develop
its own atomic bomb within a few years, Stimson recommended
that the United States share its expertise as a step toward international control of atomic energy. If America flaunted its atomic
supremacy and failed to invite the Soviets into an atomic partnership based on mutual trust, he feared, an arms race that threatened
the future of civilization would occur. Stimson's ideas elicited a
mixed response from the cabinet. Among those supporting his
position was Secretary of Commerce Henry A. Wallace, who carefully distinguished between general scientific information and
specific facts about the design and manufacturing processes involved in building the atomic bomb. He pointed out that the subject under discussion was the exchange of basic data and not disclosure of the secret of how to produce atomic weapons. 3
Anderson and Secretary of the Navy James V. Forrestal were
the most outspoken opponents of Stimson's proposals. Both ignored
the distinction drawn by Wallace and contended that America
should not yield its atomic secrets. Forrestal commented that the
bomb was "the property of the American people" and the knowledge of how to build it should not be revealed without their consent. Anderson argued that sharing atomic information would be
a major political blunder. The American people would never accept it, he said, and the preSident's prestige and ability to lead the
country would be gravely impaired. Anderson was sharply critical
of Soviet behavior, declaring that Russia was subjugating Mongolia, Manchuria, and other areas. 4
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The cabinet debate ended inconclusively, and Truman asked
those attending to submit their. views to him in writing. Anderson
responded with a long letter that expanded on his remarks at the
meeting. He continued to base his argument on the false premise
that supporters of Stimson's position favored disclosure of the secret
of the atomic bomb. He reiterated his central point that Truman
would lose the "confidence, love, and respect of the American
people" if he delivered atomic. data to Russia. The Agriculture
Secretary disputed the assertion that the Soviets could develop
their own bomb within a short time because he doubted that their
technological and mechanical aptitude could match American inventive genius. He was also skeptical that Russia would prove to
be a trustworthy friend of the United States. "If the Russians did
not trust us in time of war when we were their allies," he asked, .
"what reason do we have to believe that they would be our friends
in time of peace?" Anderson not only submitted his own letter,
but also helped Treasury Secretary Fred Vinson and president pro·
tempore of the Senate Kenneth McKellar prepare their opinions
for the president. Vinson and McKellar sought Anderson's assistance because he had spent time at the atomic laboratory in Los
Alamos, New Mexico, but he later confessed that his experience
there had not given him special scientific insight into the problem.
Truman never made a clearcut decision on sharing atomic information, but uncertainty, inertia, and increasing American-Soviet
discord effectively settled the debate in favor of those who opposed
Stimson's position. 5
As escalatingworld tensions developed into full-fledged cold war, .
Anderson stood squarely behind America's firm posture toward the
Soviet Union. He applauded Truman for dismissing Henry Wal~
lace from the cabinet for publicly airing his doubts about American
foreign policy, In March 1947, after the president enunciated what
soon became known as the Truman Doctrine, the Agriculture
Secretary reported that "we are all supporting him as vigorously as
we know how and encouraging him to stand his grounds."6 A short
time later, Truman urged Anderson to do what he could to send
more wheat to Italy in an effort to influence Its voters· to elect anti-
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communist candidates. The New Mexican complied by ordering
wheat bound for South America shipped to Italy instead, where
it arrived just before the election and was distributed in cars clearly
marked with American flags. The Agriculture Secretary strongly
backed the Marshall Plan. He asked the House Foreign Affairs
Committee to approve it not only because it would aid farmers by
increasing exports but also because "the implications of the program ... involve the future of democracy in Europe, the strength
of our allies on that continent, and in fact, the very peace of the
world."7
Anderson resigned from the cabinet in May I 948, and took his
seat in the Senate the following year. His opinions about foreign
policy remained unchanged; he had not tailored his views as Agriculture Secretary merely to conform with the administration he
served. Throughout the pre-Vietnam era, he stood in the mainstream of American thinking about foreign affairs and endorsed a
number of corollaries that grew from American perceptions about
the nature of the cold war. He believed that communism was
monolithic and that Marxist movements around the globe were a
part of the Soviet drive for world conquest. Drawing on the "lessons of Munich," he warned against appeasement and held that
America must take prompt, firm, and if necessary, forceful action
to halt communist expansion. The Soviets and their allies, he insisted, respected only strength. Anderson accepted the wisdom of
the domino theory and thought that communist aggression ultimately threatened American security and well being. "I think
there's no question but what the Russians are doing everything
they can to use up our manpower and our resources in a war with
China," he wrote during the Korean conflict. "Naturally, if they
could accomplish that and wear us out in China, Iran, Iraq, [and]
Burma, they would then be able to overrun all of Europe at their
convenience ... and having overrun Europe, Asia and other parts
of the world, we would find ourselves in a most difficult situation."8
Convinced that international communism threatened American
national security and the future of the free world, Anderson maintained that the president should be allowed wide latitude in the
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conduct of foreign policy. In part, his willingness to acknowledge
executive prerogatives stemmed from his limited interest and lack
of expertise in international affairs. He preferred to concentrate
on domestic issues while leaving diplomatic matters largely to the
chief executive. When questioned about American aid to Poland
by a constituent in 1961, he replied that Presidents Dwight D.
Eisenhower and John F. Kennedy were responsible for sending
assistance there and added: "Whether they were wise or foolish
in doing that is not my problem."9
Anderson had other, more compelling reasons for deferring to
presidential authority in international relations; he believed that
the constitution granted the chief executive broad powers in that
area and undue congressional interference could endanger the
welfare of the country. A staunch advocate of bipartisanship, his
ideas about executive supremacy in diplomatic affairs applied as
much to Eisenhower as to Democratic presidents. He opposed a
constitutional amendment championed by Senator John Bricker
during thel950s that sought to check the president's power to
make executive agreements with foreign countries and to prevent
treaties from interfering in domestic affairs. The Bricker amendment, Anderson wrote, "would hamper the President in his Constitutional authority to conduct foreign affairs." He informed its
supporters that he thought the president "should have my support
in this important field of foreign relations and ... I should not.
try to tie his hands." In keeping with those convictions, the New
Mexican voted in favor of congressional resolutions allowing the
president wide discretion in dealing with crisis in the Taiwan
Strait in 1955 and the Middle East in 1957.10
Although most Americans accepted the same basic assumptions
as Anderson about world affairs, there were important shades of
opinion within the prevailing cold war consensus. His position was
not entirely compatible with any single point of view. He rejected
the isolationist tendencies and Asia-first emphasis of such leading
Republican spokesmen as Herbert Hoover, Robert Taft, and William Knowland. Anderson felt greatest affinity for the ideas of
liberal internationalists who denounced colonialism, favored arms
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control and disarmament, and argued that economic assistance was
was more effective in containing communism than was excessive
military aid. Yet he frequently joined fiscal conservatives in slashing executive requests for foreign aid expenditures. In 1956, he
voted for a proposal of Republican Senator Styles Bridges to terminate aid to Yugoslavia. His reason, Anderson explained, was
that wool sent to clothe needy children had been used for fancy
anny unifonns instead. He preferred to spend money for domestic
programs such as social security rather than wasteful foreign assistance. He taunted those who claimed that "the Treasury can stand
aid for Tito, but it cannot stand aid for grandma."ll
Until the Vietnam war forced a major reassessment in his thinking, Anderson's ideas about foreign affairs underwent a significant
change in only one area-atomic energy. Because of the importance
of the atomic industry in New Mexico, he eagerly sought appointment to the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy after his election
to the Senate. His interest in that assignment, he later wrote, "was
as natural for me as the attraction to military affairs for a senator
from, say, Georgia or Texas, where military bases have proliferated." He secured a seat on the Joint Committee in 1951, and
three years later became its chainnan. In 1955, Anderson headed
the congressional delegation to the International Conference on
the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy in Geneva, Switzerland. His
observations and experiences there convinced him that the United
States should be more willing to share basic scientific atomic information and playa greater role in fostering worldwide development
of atomic energy for peaceful purposes. 12
In an article written for the New Yorle Times after his return
from Geneva, Anderson outlined his ideas about sharing atomic
information. The position he took in 1955 in many ways contradicted arguments he had made on the same subject a decade earlier.
He suggested that the situation had changed since the end of
World War II, when interest in atomic energy centered on its
military uses. Now, however, a number of nations were making
significant progress in developing atomic power for peaceful ai
plitations. Anderson recommended that the United States, while
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carefully guarding military secrets, should more rapidly declassify
and more willingly share basic atomic data. In that way, it would
playa leading role in exploiting the atom's vast potential for constructive purposes because "the exchange of fundamental scientific
information is the very lifeblood of scientific progress." The New
Mexican was particularly impressed with Soviet achieyements displayed at Geneva, and admitted that Russia was nO't "slavishly
imitating our own atomic program" and had "demonstrated great
originality." Essentially, he was advocating the same position on
exchanging scientific data taken by Henry Stimson, Henry Wallace, and others he had opposed in 1945. He even echoed a favorite
phrase of Wallace's when he cautioned Americans against a "Maginot Line philosophy" of clinging to a false sense of security while
being surpassed by foreign countries in scientific advancement. 18
At the same time that Anderson was urging freer exchange of
scientific information, he was calling for a halt to the arms race
and steps toward nuclear disarmament. He appealed for international cooperation on atomic energy to "raise the standard of living
throughout the world" and "diminish tensions arising from inter~
national rivalries." He recognized that under existing conditions,
competing nations were unlikely to agree to destroy their stockpiles
of atomic weapons and noted that resolving the issue of mutual
inspection was "very difficult, if not impossible." But Anderson
argued that important progress toward world' peace and survival
would be ensured if nuclear powers would "disarm the future" by
refraining from developing new and more awesome weapons. Then
modem technology could be applied for constructive purposes and
"a war-weary world might achieve in time a fonn of disarmament
by obsolescence."14
Despite the urgency of his plea for arms control, Anderson saw
little prospect for its implementation' "until we find ways and
means of' cracking the. Iron Curtain." He thought the United
States h.ad been ttmore generous than any nation in history" in its
proposals to forestall an arms race, but it had been constantly frustrated by Soviet intransigence. His hopes for rmclear disarmamerit
and his adrriiration for Russian scientific achievement had not
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moderated his distrust of the Soviet Union. The strain of idealism
in Anderson's thinking was always tempered by his perceptions of
existing world realities. 15
When the Soviet Union proposed a nuclear test ban treaty in
March 1960, Anderson responded negatively. The Russians agreed
to a prohibition of nuclear testing in the atmosphere, oceans, and
outer space/vas well as underground explosions that recorded 4-75
or above on a seismic scale. Underground tests below that level
would be halted for five years. Anderson objected to the Soviet
offer because it did not clearly permit nuclear blasts for peaceful
purposes and did not specify how many on-site inspections would
be allowed annually. He was also troubled by the five-year ban on
all types of nuclear tests because he feared that American laboratories would close and scientists would disperse, making it difficult
to resume a viable nuclear program if the treaty were not extended.
Anderson's grave reservations about the proposed agreement reflected his suspicion of Soviet motives. But he also worried about
the harmful impact such an accord would have on the economy of
New Mexico. He pointed out to editors of the state's leading nev,'spapers that the treaty, if consummated, "would mean that we
would have less need for the laboratories at Los Alamos and Livermore, much less need for Sandia Corporation and the South Albuquerque Works, and absolutely no need for Project Gnome at
Carlsbad." Although distrust of Russia was the overriding factor
in Anderson's criticism of the test ban proposal, he was also influencedby the compulsions inherent in the military-industrial
complex. 16
Despite his opposition to the Russian proposal for a nuclear test
ban, Anderson still hoped for progress toward arms control and
disarmament. He firmly supported and actively worked for Senate
approval of the limited test ban on which the United States, Russia,
and other nations agreed in 1963. It prohibited nuclear' blasts in
the atmosphere, oceans, and outer space but placed no restrictions
on underground testing. Anderson helped ease the minds of his
Senate colleagues on scientific and technical questionsab6ti.t the
treaty. He won praise from chairman J William Fulbright for
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clarifying issues and reducing confusion in the hearings of the
Foreign Relations Committee. "I think the committee, the Senate,
and the country owe the Senator from New Mexico a great debt,"
Fulbright declared. From Anderson's point of view, the limited test
ban treaty had many attractive features. It represented a positive
step towards arms control and promised to curtail nuclear pollution
of the earth's atmosphere without adversely affecting American
security or threatening the economic well-being of New Mexico.
In fact, several nuclear installations in New Mexico received extra
funds for research and development deemed necessary by the Joint
Chiefs of Staff to make certain the treaty would not undermine
'
America's defense posture. 17
Anderson's support for the limited test ban treaty in no way
implied that he had modified his assumptions about the cold war.
The gradual metamorphosis in his thinking occurred only after
the United States became deeply involved in Vietnam. His initial
reactions to American policies in Southeast Asia were entirely
consistent with his overall'position regarding foreign affairs. Anderson was gravely concerned with the dilemma that confronted the
United States when France stood on the verge of defeat in Vietnam
in 1954. He did not want America to underwrite French colonialism in Indochina andcontended that military assistance would
be effective only if France guaranteed independence to Vietnam,
Laos, and Cambodia. He adamantly opposed sending American
ground troops to Southeast Asia, declaring that "the American
people want no coffins back from Indochina," But he worried about
the spread of communism in Asia and feared that the fall of Indochina would undermine the security of Thailand, Burma, Malaya,
and Indonesia. The only way to halt the "communist menace,"
Anderson believed, was to give Asian peoples sufficient incentive
to fight their own battles. The United States could supply military
equipment and advisors, but the effort would be futile unless lithe
people of South Asia recognize that Soviet imperialism can be as
degrading and dangerousas the old colonialism hasbeen."18 .
.
Anderson found Ngo DinhDiem's dictatorial rille in South
Vietnam as distasteful as French imperialism. In September 1'963;
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just before Diem's death, he cosponsored a Senate resolution that
called for termination of economic and military assistance to South
Vietnam unless its government "abandons policies of repression
against its own people and makes a determined effort to regain their
support." But Anderson's concern about the type of regime the
United States upheld in South Vietnam did not prevent him from
backing Lyndon Johnson's escalation of the war. In part, his position derived from his affection and respect for Johnson, who he
thought had the ability and experience to "make a remarkably fine
President." Even more important was his continuing deference to
presidential authority in world affairs. He remained convinced
that constitutional jurisdiction and access to expert advisory opinion
made foreign policy "an area largely and properly dominated by
the President." Finally, Anderson believed that the United States
had an obligation to defend its client state from "aggression encouraged from outside South Viet-Nam." Not only would it be
wrong to abandon America's ally, he wrote in 1965, but also "if
we pulled out of Southeast Asia, Red China would take over and
then endanger areas as far away as the Philippine Islands." The
New Mexican's thinking embodied his basic cold war credos; respect for presidential supremacy in foreign affairs, adherence to
the idea of monolithic communism and the domino theory, and a
belief that the United States must act firmly to thwart communist
aggression. 19
Anderson maintained his hawkish stance in the face of rising
protests against the war across the nation in general and from his
New Mexican constituents in particular. After President Johnson's
State of the Union address in January 1966, he commented: "I
like very much the assurance we are not going to walk awayfrom
the situation in Vietnam. We proved that in Korea and the results
have been good." He approved of American bombing in Vietnam
as a means to shorten the war and thought that if the United States
intensified the bombing, "a favorable result could be much earlier
than if we are soft." Although he hoped that negotiations might
produce a settlement, he doubted that the communists seriously
wanted a fairpeace. 2o
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But Anderson was not oblivious to arguments against the war.
On one occasion in 1966, he refused Johnson's request to make a
Senate speech asserting that the cost of the war would not require
any sacrinces from the American people or undermine the stability
of the economy. When he ran for reelection the same year, he
parried questions about his views on· Vietnam with the noncommittal answer that "I want to see the war end." Although he
believed that most New Mexicans supported the administration
and agreed with his position, he became increasingly perplexed
about what the best course of action' was in Vietnam. He opposed
unilateral withdrawal but also worded that further escalation
might bring Russia and China into the war. He saw little prospect
for a negotiated settlement and admitted that he did "not know
how to solve our problem in a manner which will be agreeable to
everybody." Without any clear ideas of his own, he placed his
faith in the president and his advisors to resolve the Vietnam
dilemma in a satisfactory way. He approved of Johnson's bombing
halt of October 1968 because he believed the president had access
to enough secret intelligence and informed advice to make a wise
judgment. "We are going to have to'trust the President and his
negotiators because they are doing their very best," 'he told one
concerned constituent. 21
Anderson had less faith that President Nixon could end the war
gracefully than he had placed in Lyndon Johnson. By early 1969,
he was also growing increasingly impatient and disillusioned with
American involvement in Vietnam. "I agree with you that this is
a bad war and that it should be ended," he wrote to a correspondent. "If some President doesn't stop it very shortly, the Congress
may do so. I will not mourn if that should happen." The New
Mexican supported Nixon's policy of "Vietnamization" because he
thought it was a responsible path toward peace. The idea of
training and supplying South Vietnamese soldiers to nght their
own war was consistent with the position he had espoused in 1954,
and he opposed keeping Amedcan troops in Southeast Asia "just
to prop up the Thieugovernment." His only major objection to
Nixon's phased withdrawal was that it was not proceeding rapidly
enough. 22
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The April 1970 announcement that American forces were
moving into Cambodia caused Anderson to suspend his guarded
support for Nixon's Vietnam policies and shattered his belief in
presidential supremacy in foreign affairs. The Cambodian incursion, he remarked, "represented a dangerous departure" from
Vietnamization because it deepened American involvement in the
war. The letters that poured into his office from New Mexico
opposed Nixon's action by a margin of seven to one, but Anderson,
who had no intention of seeking another Senate term, was not
motivated by political factors in taking his position. He reacted as
he did because the Cambodian invasion persuaded him that the
United States had grievously blundered in its Vietnam policies.
"I agree with you we should not have sent our boys to Vietnam,"
he told one constituent. "I think we made a mistake." Regretting
that he "had been late in seeing the error of continued escalation"
and that he had consistently deferred to presidential authority in
foreign affairs, he favored measures that he hoped would hasten
the end of the war and check presidential abuse of power. 23
Anderson voted for an amendment to a foreign aid authorization
bill proposed by Senators John Sherman Cooper and Frank Church
that prohibited using funds to maintain U.S. combat forces in
Cambodia. The Cooper-Church amendment, he believed, would
prevent the president from initiating future military actions in
Cambodia. He also backed a measure introduced by Senators
George McGovern and Mark Hatfield to deny appropriations for
American troops in Vietnam after a specified date. Anderson COntended "that Congress must fulfill its obligation to the President
and to the people by assuring a prompt and definitive end to
American participation in the war." The most dramatic indication
of his disenchantment with allowing the president too much
latitude in foreign affairs and his determination to reaffirm rightful
congressional authority was his vote in favor of the War Powers
Bill in April I 972. By agreeing that the president's power to make
war should be closely monitored by Congress, he was sharply
departing from his previous view that restraining executive discretioh ih diplomatic mattersc()uld endanger 'the nation's welfare.:!'!
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The Vietnam war led Anderson to modify his thinking about
international affairs in other significant ways. Although he remained suspicious of the Soviet Union and concerned about the
spread of communism, he was no longer certain that firmness and
force were necessarily the best ways to deal with the communists.
When President Nixon resumed intensive bombing raids against
North Vietnam in April 1972, Anderson denounced him for
pursuing "an irresistible urge for 'action' as opposed to patient,
frustrating diplomacy." He no longer believed that communism
was monolithic and that all Marxist movements took their orders
from Moscow or Peking. He recognized the rivalry within the
communist bloc betWeen Russia and China, and also conceded that
the Vietnamese struggle was more a civil war than a part of an
international communist conspiracy. "The 1956 [sic] Geneva
accords were never intended to divide Vietnam into two nations,"
he wrote in 1970, "and so it is true that we are indeed involved in
a civil war in Asia." Anderson also lost faith in the soundness of
the dQmino theory and its assumption that the loss of one domino
could set off a chain of events that could undermine American
security.. He remarked to one war opponent after the Cambodian
crisis: "I agree with you that olir national interests are not served
by the war."25
In addition to precipitating a change in his outlook on current
foreign policy issues, the Vietnam war altered Anderson's perspective on historical events. When he published his memoirs in 1970,
he wrote of the early days of the cold war: "I realize better now
than I did then that we made important . contributions to the
creation of mutual hostility and fear." As for the 1945 cabinet
debate about sharing atomic information with the Soviet Union,
he commented: "I often wonder now what different tum our
relations with the Russians would have taken had Stimson's argument prevailed over mine. I certainly think we made our decision
t()() .cas.u.:al~y ~pd, with aquartercentury oFpersp€6tive to applyto
th~ m(nnept, I also think we were wrong in the decision we made."
Anderson. also .wonderedwhe~er. he "might· ·have . influenced
Lyndon Johnson's Vietnam policies had he spoken out ag~iilstthe
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war instead of opting to "remain faithful to my friend, the President." He concluded, however, that he could not have swayed
Johnson because "Lyndon was a stubborn man and . . . was set
on having his way."26
Clinton P. Anderson's transformation from dedicated cold
warrior to Vietnam dove was not unique, but it was significant
nevertheless. Like most public officials not directly involved in
diplomatic affairs and the overwhelming majority of Americans,
he was usually preoccupied with matters of more immediate concern to him than foreign relations. When he was inevitably confronted with foreign policy problems, he generally relied on presi c
dential judgment and the continuing applicability of policies
formulated during the Truman years. The Vietnam war eroded
his faith in superior executive wisdom and his commitment to the
credos of the past. Anderson's protests against further escalation of
the Vietnam war, his votes to restrict presidential power, and his
revised historical perspective on the cold war did not assure the
emergence of a more judicious or successful American position in
world affairs. But the change in his views, along with a similar
metamorphosis in the thinking of millions of other Americans, did
signify a refusal to cling to doctrines devised in the late 1940S and
a willingness to seek a more flexible foreign policy that could
meet the demands of the vastly more complex world of the 1970s.
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SISTER CATHERINE MALLON'S JOURNAL
(PART ONE)

EDITED BY THOMAS RICHTER

As

Bishop Jean Baptiste Lamy'sl effort to provide social
services for New Mexico's people, in spring, 1864, he asked the
Sisters of Charity of Cincinnati, Ohio, to staff his proposed Santa
Fe hospital. 2 Lamy knew that the sisters, founded by Saint Elizaheth Seton in 1812, would provide experienced nurses for his
venture. 3 Saint Elizaheth and her followers had estahlished a
community in Emmitshurg, Maryland, and had quickly developed
a favorahle reputation Jor their efforts in education and nursing
care. In 1852, sisters on a mission to Cincinnati formed an independent .community of Sisters of Charity,4 continuing the fine
work begun at Emmitshurg. During the Civil War many Sisters
of Charity gained widespread notoriety hy ministering to soldiers
in the Union Army of the Cumherland. 5 Lamy naturally turned to
such an organization within the Roman Catholic Church for his
urgently needed hospital.
The hishop used a hospital hequest, totalling $3,000 to huy
property that he later sold to fund the project. Although Lamy
employed a hard-headed husiness attitude with the sisters, he
loaned the nuns $ 1 ,000 for traveling expenses. He nevertheless
demanded their first $2,000 in contrihutions hecause he also
provided a hospital huilding, part of his former residence connected to the Cathedral's rear. The sisters paid the deht shortly
after the hospital's opening in January, 1866, when General
James S. Carleton offered them $2,000 if they would care for sick
soldiers. Further financing for the hospital came from a monthly
$100 appropriation from the territorial legislature, as well as from
contrihutions collected hy the sisters on solicitation trips.6
PART OF
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The four sisters who abandoned their familiar Midwest environment for New Mexico's unknown wilds did not disappoint Lamy.
Not only did they organize a successful hospital in Santa Fe, but
they also brought additional sisters to establish schools and hos~
pitals in other parts of Lamy's huge diocese. 7 Such efforts illustrated
a positive contribution by the Catholic Church in New Mexico to
each of the territory's cultures. Those brave sisters did not follow
the stereotyped image of quiet meditation, cloistered away from
the world, but rather they ventured out to provide useful services
while presenting witness to God through their trusting faith.
One of the original four, Sister Catherine Mallon, wrote an
account describing her participation in those early days as a favor
to Sister Blandina Segale who intended to publish her own adventures in Santa Fe, Albuquerque, and Trinidad, Colorado. 8 Since
Sister Blandina apparently wished to stress her role in expanding
her order's impact on New Mexico and Colorado, she only used
the memoirs to reinforce Sister Catherine's earlier 1877 description
of the order's 1865 arrival in Santa Fe. 9
Sister Catherine frequently omitted dates, but several significant
themes emerge from her narrative. In addition to illustrating health
care and education offered by the sisters, her account showed
many hardships that faced them. Although the sisters eventually
established better buildings than their initial accommodations,
they still encountered a work load sufficient to overwhelm normal
people. Furthermore they experienced incredible dangers and
toils in periodic solicitation journeys. Though the sisters used
railroad transportation to reach major towns, Sister Catherine
recorded dangers involved in travelling to isolated mine camps
and railroad construction sites. The sisters trusted in God for their
safety on such risky trips and Sister Catherine's very survival
undoubtedly gave others reason to believe in her divine protection.
In today's sophisticated world, many might scoff at such faith,
but the sisters' activities remained significant as an illustration of
a particular female role in the West's development and civilization. Those courageous pioneer woman brought important social
services to an expanding frontier in a manner that clearly showed
their amazing strength, perseverance, and professional skill.
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I am greatly indebted to Sytha Motto of Albuquerque, who
found the diary in the Archives of the Archdiocese of Santa Fe,
and who helped formulate the introduction and contributed to the
editorial process.
Pueblo, Colorado
My dear Sister [Blandina].
Sept. 9, 1901
You asked me to do an almost impossible thing,IO that is to put
on paper things that transpired so many years ago. Oh, that I were
able to remember and recount the visible protection of our heavenly Father during those eventful years. But were I to mention many
of those trying events, I would be answered by the smile of incredulity or the laugh of scorn; yet for His glory, I would wish
that the whole world might know how well He protects those who
trust in Him and what He has done for us in particular.
I have never wished to say much about those matters as I have
always wished that those trials and hardships should be known to
God alone, but perhaps I have been mistaken; but there is one
thing I do wish: that my name may not be mentioned in this record
for I do not wish to lose the little merit I may have acquired from
the hardships I passed through in those trying years for the smoke
of vainglory; for I fully realize that were it not for His divine
protection, I would have perished long ago.
In August 21, 1865, four sisters/1 Sisters Vincent Pauline/2 '
Theodosia,13 and Catherine,14 left Cedar Grove for the West. And
what shall I say, or how convey to those who were not present, an
idea of the heart-rendering scene. It seemed as if the hearts of those
who were going and those who were left behind were torn apart;
for then our love for one another was very great; for as Barney the
busman said, it was as if the four of us were about to be consigned
to the grave. As for myself, it was one of the saddest days of my
life when it should have been the most happy of my life for it was
on that memorable day, August 21, 1865, that I first pronounced
my Holy Vows, which bound me forever to my heavenly Spouse,
to whom I would have given millions of lives and billions of
dollars had both been mine. I can never describe' the anguish of,
that day; it seemed a foreshadowing of the crosses and trials of
after years, which never can be known but to the all peering eyes
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of Him, but for whose mighty Hand I would have perished in the
fearful tempests through which I had to pass.
Well, this is a digression from the original subject, but it is the
expression of a grateful heart which, reflecting on past mercies,
would wish to engage all creatures to praise, bless, and magnify
that God who has so wonderfully protected and preserved that
little family of Sisters of Charity who first started for the wild
West: for such indeed it then was. Our first stopping place was
St. Louis where we were entertained by the Sisters of Charity, but
the reception was somewhat cold. The following morning we
started for Omaha at which place we were to take the stage for
[New] Mexico. 15
On our arrival in Omaha we went to the Sisters of Mercy where
we were most graciously received by the then presiding Mother
Ignatious [sic], and hospitably entertained during the short period
of waiting for the stage to start. So great was the kindness and
courtesy extended to us by those angels of mercy that I have never
forgotten it. Those good sisters kept a lamp burning before the
altar until they heard of our safe arrival. We also received many
kind attentions from Mr. Edward Creighton16 and his estimable
wife; they gave us lunch, but for which we should have nearly
starved on the plains.
Well, the stage is ready and we are about to start on that long and
dreary journey, with little or no hope of ever seeing again our dear
convent home or the loved ones to whom we had said farewell.
There was nine of us/ 7 a baby five weeks old and its mother, three
gentlemen, four Sisters of Charity, and the driver; well, we were
so crowded that the big man, I think his name was General Wilson,
used sometimes to hang his feet out the door to get rested. It is
needless to say that we suffered from both hunger and thirst; my
tongue was cracked and bleeding, and I supposed the other dear
sisters suffered in the same manner, but each one kept her suffering
to herself. We could not get our wants supplied owing to the fact
that the stopping places had been foresaken the previous year,
owing to Indian raids/ 8 and we saw some of the houses burned
down. Yes, we were afraid of those poor savages. I often found
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myself planning what I would do if attacked~ but I think the men
were more afraid than we. We. traveled' at night also, but we did
have a few nights rest. I remember one place, called Bent's Fort/ 9
at which we stopped; it would not be possible to describe it. We
were ushered into a room with a round hole in the wall through
which a man had escaped, leaving behind his old fiddle, old shoes,
and a dirty bed, but we were not very choice on this occasion. Sister
Vincent threw herself on the bed, and in about two minutes was
asleep with an army of bugs crawling over her face in every conceivable spot. As we looked on, we realized there was but a poor
prospect for a night's rest; but we had to the best we could. The
only excuse for all the dirt and filth was that there was no woman
there. We had many things to put up with during our short stay.
On one occasion we went into one of those eating houses, and
we got a cup of coffee and a few biscuits; and even those seemed
very scarce, so one of the men, having gotten away with his portion, reached over and took poor Sister Pauline's. To punish him for
his ungentlemanly action she gave him a black look; and in after
years she used to speak of him as the impolite .man who took her
biscuits; she could not say butter for there was no such luxury, and
indeed we were glad to get a cup of black coffee and a dry biscuit,
and pay well for the same. 20 I remember on a certain day when we
were both hungry and thirsty, and no prospect of getting either
satisfied; we happened to pass a fort where we could see men
preparing dinner. Someone suggested that Sister Pauline would
ask for a cup of coffee. Sister Pauline did not care much for the
soldiers up to this time, but finally she mustered up' courage, and
off she started; and the one to whom she addressed her petition,
making biscuits, answered, "truth then I will sister, and give you
hot cakes too if you only wait a little," So sure enough after a little
time, sister and ·her companion came, the one with her two hands:
full of biscuits, and the other with hot coffee. So from that day to
this, Sister Pauline's esteem and admiration for the soldier boys
has never diminishe& The poor fellows, they would sometimes:
come around to tell us how much they owed to the Sisters of
Charity, and what they had done for them on the battlefield (in
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the Civil War]. One poor fellow, wishing to show his appreciation
of what. the sisters had done for him, ran after us with his two
hands full of candy; evidently he feared the stage would start
before he could get to us, so he would not wait to have it put in a
paper.
Yes, we had a few night's sleep, but we traveled most of the
time in the night also; and you can imagine how much we slept,
sitting up straight in the stage; yes, we did an amount of bobbing
at one another. I will never forget the day we arrived in Denver;
it was abouttwelve o'clock, and we did not have anything to eat
yet; so we were taken to the Planter House, the only. hotel in
Denver then, where we were received very kindly; and whether
it was that they saw by our looks we were hungry, or had been told,
so they brought us a pie or two while waiting for dinner; well, the
pies disappeared in no time, and we felt much more comfortable.
After dinner, Bishop Machebeuf2 1 came to take us to the convent
of the Sisters of Loretto where we were most graciously received by
Mother Ann Joseph. On the morning after our arrival, the [news]
paper made the public acquainted with the fact that four Sisters of
Charity were on their way to New Mexico to speculate, but did
not mention what the object of our speculations might be.
After a short stay at this point, we started again on our journey,
being separated from our traveling companions, baby and mother
and two of the gentlemen; and [we] were joined by a man from
Santa Fe, who had plenty of fun at our expense. He seemed to
think that we expected great things in [New] Mexico; and, when
he thought of what awaited us there; he would break out in laughingand exclaim, "Oh! Mexico, the land of milk and honey;" but we
found to our cost, that there was very little of either when we
arrived there. Nothing very wonderful happened until we got to
Maxwell Ranch,22 about twelve o'clock in the night; the people
were all asleep, and numbers of Indians lying about;23 and as we
did not know whether they were savage or civilized, it can well be
imagined what we suffered from that time until morning for the
driver and the gentlemen passengers never came nepr us til morning; and their excuse for leaving us alone was that the mules had
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got away and they were trying to catch them. Well, when the
people found we were there, they invited us in to breakfast, which
invitation was- gladly accepted. Mrs. Maxwell treated us' very
kindly, and among the nice things served for breakfast was chili
verde, which caused us considerable merriment, for each onekept
quiet about the hot dish until all gotwell burned; and then came
the exclamations, "Oh, I am burning up!" This was our first experience with the chili verde.
We found out that the poor Indians which caused us so much
alarm were perfectly harmless. I do not remember anything of the
consequences that happened from this time until we arrived in
Santa Fe. I well remember our first impression as we approached
the ancient city of Holy Faith; they were not at all favorable either
to place or people. We were told leaving Cincinnati that we would
be met in Denver by a priest, but when we got to Santa Fe, and
found neither bishop or priest to meet us, our feelings can well be
imagined. But the good Mother Magdalen and her sisters2~ made
up for all the other disappointments: Such a hearty we1comeand
such lavish kindness..That dear Mother and her good sisters took
us to their hearts, and did every"thing in their power to make-us
forget the weariness of the journey and the disappointments of the
way.
I well remember my feeling as the convent door opened and I
gazed on the pasture of earth's most charming beauties. It seemed,
after traveling such a distance of arid space, I could never again. see
anything so beautiful; and behold here beautiful.soulsand.bealiti~
flil Howers. We stayed that day and night with those angels of
charity, and, the next day went to our new home; and. what a
dreary one it was, but we felt that if it was good enough for a
prince of the Church, it ought surely be good enough fortis-poor
Sisters of Charity; for it was a part of his own house which the
good bishop gave us.
It was so poor that there was not one boarded Hoor in the
building, all mud Hoors and mud roofs; and as the roofs were Hat,
and little or no outlet for the water, when it rained outside it
poured within sothat·often in the night it poured down in oui
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beds; we got up and moved, as long as we had a dry spot to move .to,
but very often there was-no dry spot to be found. We were told the
bishop often dined with an umbrella over his head. The sister in
the kitchen used to put pieces of boards around, and step from one
to another to keep out of the mud. I will try to describe the kitchen;
it was large enough, but very low so that I could, by standing on a
chair, touch the rafters; the windows were very small as we sometimes see in little huts; the stove. was so old and broken down that
the smoke often filled the kitchen so that you could hardly see a
person at the other end, and the pOor sister would have to go outside to get a little fresh air, [having] been blinded and soffucated
with the smoke. The washing and baking was done in the kitchen,
and there too Sister Pauline instructed her pupils.
The good Sisters of Loretto did not forget us, but often came to.
cheer and comfort us; and whenever they would do so, sent us milk
and butter, which were a great treat for us as we had none of our
own and had no means to purchase it. The ·butter was one dollar
and fifty cents per pound, and milk ten cents per Cup, and everything else in accordance. There were times, in the absence of the
bishop, when we did not know where the needs of the next day
would come from, but when the bishop was home he gave us
what he could; but this state of things did not last long for some
friends through their influence, obtained from [army] headquarters rations for a number of poor under our care; some of the
officers came to board with us, and their rations also came. God
bless those Protestant people who were so kind and generous to us.
One of those same gentlemen, when he heard that Bishop Lamy
was thinking of getting sisters, asked him what would support
them. The bishop answered, "God will provide," and He did by
their instrumentality. The priests also contributed something. The
Sisters of Loretto gave generously; in fact, Mother Magdalen never
seemed to tire of giving her gifts and kind attention; and many [a]
dreary day was brightened by her presence and the visits of her
sisters.
I shall never forget the' first Christmas Eve and how I spent it.
On the day before, a crazy man got into the house, and shot two of
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the students; it was about two o'clock in the morning when we
heard shots and the screams of one of them who ran for his life;
but the other, being very bad with typhoid fever, \vas unable to
escape so he received two bullets which nearly cost him his life;
but Sister Theodosia by her kind and devoted attentions brought
him through, aided by divine assistance. We were frightened out
of our wits as we were told he was not crazy, but had been bribed
to kill them; and we did not know but we might be the next
victims. He threatened to kill the bishop the evening previous. 25
Well, I spent the greater part of Christmas Eve washing bloody
clothes, and weeping over the dreadful crime, and thinking of the
dear ones at home, and wondering if we would ever see them
again. We were very fortunate to have escaped as the poor crazy
man tried to get into our place. Having charge of the rising bell, I
got up to see the time; it was just a few minutes of two o'clock. As
I went through the kitchen, I heard someone trying to open the
door. I was frightened and hurried back to bed, and was there but
a few moments when I heard the shots and the screams. Our good
sister superior, Sister Vincent, conducted herself in an admirable
manner through all the trials and difficulties of those first years.
There were times, however, when she, as well as we, indulged in a
hearty bit of weeping.
Well, when the bishop came home from his visitation, he was
very much pleased to see us, and at once set about to procure books
that we might learn Spanish. He wished us to have prayers and
meditation in Spanish, and so we got them translated into that
language. Well, it happened that it was my week to say prayers;
and, as I had no time to look over the new language and strange
writing, it took me half an hour to say morning prayers; and the
sisters said they thought I never would get through, but I did
finally. We had no priest that could speak English, to hear our
confession, nearer than sixty miles; and, as he has to travel on
horseback, he came but seldom so that we were sometimes weeks
without going to confession. I remember once going to the vicar,
and he asked me if I could make my confession in Spanish; I
answered no, but the other brothers can. That was as far as I had
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got in the Spanish. The Rev. Father H ays 26 was a true friend to
us, and a generous benefactor; he often came to hear our confessions, notwithstanding the fact that he had a distance of sixty-five
miles to travel on horseback. His coming was always a source of
pleasure as he always tried to comfort and console us.
Our good bishop when home often visited us, and seemed to
enjoy hearing us read in Spanish to see what progress we were
making. The priests would sometimes visit us to hear us speak the
new language, for our mistakes were the cause of much merriment
for them. On one occasion, one of the fathers came to see us on his
feast day. Sister Vincent wished him a happy feast, as she thought,
but instead told him she loved him very much; so whenever he
came to Santa Fe he would say, "I must visit the sister that loves
me so much." On one occasion, two of the priests came to see us.
[As] I was the only one in, they asked me where the other sisters
were; I told them they went to Church, as I thought, instead of
which I said they had gone to England. The fathers looked at each
other and smiled; then I knew I had made a mistake. Thus it was
that they had manya laugh at our expense.
Well, we began to receive the sick and the orphans, 'some of
whom were in most wretched condition. 27 One poor fellow who
had served in the Civil War, and lost the use of his legs from
exposure to such an extent that he was never able to stand on
them, and was depending on the charity of the poor Mexicans,
previous to our coming; but as soon as we came he was placed
under our care. He was homeless and friendless, and had it not
been for the charity of those poor people, he would probably have
died of want. I often thought, if he had served his God as faithfully as his country, what a great reward he would have, but God
was very good to him, giving him the knowledge of the true faith.
He lived for nine years with us in this state of suffering. We had
many conversions during those first years: The most notable were
Colonel [Sterling] Price and Mr. Texter, the latter being a Lutheran and Free Mason as well; indeed his conversion seemed miraculous, and his death was happy and beautiful; and after death a
smile of joy lighted up his face. Before dying he called his brother,

146

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW LII:2 1977

and told him he wished his wife to know that he died a Catholic;
and that he wished his child to be raised in the Catholic Church
as it was the only true one.
When the Santa Fe Railroad was being built,28 there were great
numbers of patients; many of them being unable to pay their way,
we were obliged to go out to solicit in order to support the house. I
will therefore mention some of our adventures during those trips.
Sister Pauline and myself were out this time, and in most of the
camps were very successful; but finally, coming to a certain camp,
we were treated not only with indifference, but with rude unkindness; some of them remarked that our husbands should rustle for
us; well, the poor fellows did not know any better as after events
proved. Well, I was very much hurt, and when I got back to the
office I saw the contractor, and told him how the men acted; and he
excused them the best he could, saying that their conduct proceeded from their ignorance of our work, which statement was
soon verified; for, in a few weeks after, measles broke out in the
camp, and eight of the men were brought to the hospital. I was the
nurse, and never referred to their manner of treating us, but
showed them as much kindness as if nothing had ever happened;
their companions came to see them, and saw what was done for
the poor sufferers. They wept like children, and exclaimed, "Oh!
Sisters we did not know you, but when you come again we will
act differently," and they did. They heard I was going out again,
and begged me not to slight them; I said I did not care to go again
as they did not know how to treat sisters. They answered, "we did
not know you then, but we do now." So we went to their camp,
and they did not wait for us to ask, but met us with their dollar.
Well, the poor fellows came crowding in, and, as we were very
poor and could not provide beds for all, we gave up our own and
slept on the Roor. Those poor men are often so sick as to be unable
to tell their names, and the ones that were injured were still worse
off. They got to love and reverence the sisters so that our presence
among them was a source of joy and pleasure; and they would
Rock around us like a party of school children to receive a word of
counsel or a little medal; and at the same time give their dollars
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to help on the good work. The Protestant contractors could not
understand the wonderful change our presence mad~ in the camp
for, notwithstanding the fact that· there were from three to four
hundred men in some of those camps, yet not an unbecoming
word could be heard; and if any poor fellow should forget himself,
he was roughly handled so that we often had to intercede for the
offender. Indeed one contractor had to leave [New] Mexico
because he failed to give us hospitality. It was quite late when we
came to his camp; and, instead of coming forward and asking us to
stay for the night, he must have hid himself for he could not be
found anywhere so that we were obliged to start for the next camp
which was very distant and the way very lonely, and the possibility
of going astray was not very cheering; but God took care of us, and
we got to the next camp between nine and ten o'clock in the night.
There was general indignation when they heard what was done for
any disrespect shown to us was resented as much, or more, than if
done to themselves; for most of the men were Catholic and Irish,
and they knew what the sisters had and were doing for the sick and
injured. Some who will read this account will say, "the sisters must
have been mad to expose themselves thus." Not at all, they were
acting by obedience, and they felt that God would protect them
and save them from every danger, which he did. May He be praised
and magnified forever. You will say, "how could superiors expose
them thus?" Well, superIors knew very little of what the sisters had
to go through, nor did the sisters feel like worrying them by telling
them of our hardships as it was inevitable; as the wants of the house
had to be provided for, and this seemed to be the only way to do it.
I remember on one occasion we were out and the weather was
very cold; in trying to write their [contributors'] names the pencil _
would sometimes fall out of my hand[s], they were so cold and
numb. My shoes were very much worn; and some of the men
noticed it and said one to another, "that poor sister will freeze for
her toes are almost out through her shoes." "Never mind," said one,
"I'll be going to Santa Fe in a few days, and I'll get her shoes;" and
sure enough, I got two pairs; and another poor fellow whom I had
nursed handed me five dollars, and said, "now, sister, get yourself
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a warm pair of shoes, and do not kill yourself with the cold."
Another said, "sister, I would get you a dress if I knew what kind
you like." It was thus that those kind hearted men showed their
appreciation of what the sisters were doing for poor suffering
humanity.
Well, the number of sick and injured increased; and we were
obliged to put them in every conceivable spot, and the convalescents two in a bed wherever there was a double bed, but they were
willing to do anything to help the sisters to make room for the very
sick who were coming in. I was the only nurse except when Sister
A,29 or B[landina?] would come to feed a poor helpless fellow, or
sit with some dying one. There was work enough for four nurses,
but they were not to be got so we had to do the best we could. It
often happened that I was on duty from five in the morning until
eleven and twelve at night; and very often I did not get time to eat;
and at times I would stand at the table, eat a little, and be off again.
As for my spiritual exercises, I rarely got to them; and there was a
considerable night watching. I remember sitting up eight nights in
two weeks and not a moment's rest during the day. This was too
much for poor human nature, and body and mind threatened to
give way for, besides the hard labor, I was suffering from rheumatism and neuralgia which I contracted by the exposure of the first
years. I suffered so much at night that I used to think I would lose
my senses before morning so I would think of the sufferings of hell
and purgatory; and knowing that I deserved the same torments, I
tried to resign myself as best I could.
About this time Sister L[ouise]30 and myself went out to solicit;
I had a severe cold, but did not make much account of it; but after
being out a day or so, it got worse. We had to travel over [to] the
work, and talk a great deal to the men, get overheated, then get into
a wagon and drive to the next camp. Well, I got such a pain in my
side that I could not breathe, and we had to get to the Sisters of
Loretto as quick as possible; this happened near Bernalillo where I
got such attention as the dear sisters could give. It was an attack of
pleurisy, and I suffered intensely for several days. Sister L[ouise]
returned to Santa Fe, and I, not being able to return, had to remain
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with the sisters in Bernalillo for eight days. Sister Augustine31
wrote, telling me, if able, to get a Sister of Loretto to go with me to
finish the collecting as we had not finished when I was taken sick;
well, we started out and, as we were somewhat late in returning,
the priest thought I had died on the way; and [he] was about to
start on horseback when we made our appearance which gave much
pleasure to the good father and the dear sisters.
This good father was extremely kind and attentive to me, as was
[sic] also the dear sisters during my sick spell. I must have been out
of my head surely as I did such strange things. I got out of bed one
day, went to the chapel, and, kneeling before the Blessed Sacrament, said, "Lord, if you let me live a little longer, I will try and be
a better Sister of Charity." I did get some better, and, as the Feast
of the Church was about to be celebrated, I thought I was able to
go; and so I did, but [1] was not very long in church when I began
to feel faint; and so [I] started to get out, but fainted on the way;
and [1] was carried by two gentlemen to the sisters' house. After
Mass, the priests from Santa Fe came to see me, and seemed very
much alarmed about my condition; and on returning to Santa Fe,
[they] told sister she had better send for me, which she did; and, as
I had to travel sixty-five miles in a buggy, I was nearly dead when
I got to Santa Fe; and for ten days I was confined to bed, but our
dear Lord brought me through, thanks to his Holy Name. I was
told that that spell of sickness saved me from something worse
[namely, pneumonia]. So it is not well to task poor human nature
too much.
I regret that I cannot give dates, but I paid very little attention
to such things as it was a constant rush; and I never thought for a
moment that. I would have to mention anything about the hardships of those first years; and even now I shall mention only a few
things in order to comply with obedience for were I to recount all,
I could fill volumes.
.
We are about to start on another begging trip now, and I will
tell you just a few of the adventures through which we passed.
Sister Aloque32 and myself are on our way to the Black Range33
where there are a great number of men working. When we got to
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Lordsburg, the bodies of Judge McComas and his wife, who had
been killed by the Indians,34 were brought in; and, as the dreadful
crime was committed very near the place through which we had to
pass, it seemed as if we could do nothing but face the danger or
return home. So we concluded to continue the trip, and trust in
God for were we not there by obedience and working for His poor,
and would He fail to protect us? Certainly not. Well, we had an
open wagon, and the driver did not seem to be so much afraid; but
we were meeting parties of men with wagons and their guns on
their knees ready to fire; then we began to realize that those men
had banded together in order the better to protect themselves from
the Indians in case of attack. When they saw the sisters coming
they would try to hide the guns, fearing to frighten us. The road
side on which we traveled was strewn with graves where were
buried the victims of their savage fury; and there were times when
we trembled with fear, but the Divine guide seemed to whisper,
"why fearest thou?" Then all was peace and confidence.
We had to cross the Gila River about twenty-three times; it has
so many windings. We had been told that, a few days before, the
stage horses and driver were all swept away. In fact they told us
many frightful things about this same river and the many persons
that had been drowned in it. Well, we were traveling in a lonely
place along this river with no one but the driver and ourselves
when, all of a sudden, two cowboys anned to the teeth appeared;
and they looked nearly as wild as the Indians themselves; well, we
thought our last hour had come, but we thought best to appear
unconcerned. We bowed and drove on, and they bowed also and
went on their way.
On this trip we had some pretty good frights. One night we
stopped at a camp where there were only two women and a few
men. We retired about nine o'clock, and in a short time were aroused by the cry, "the Indians are coming." We could distinctly hear
the shots from the next camp, which was not far off, so we knelt to
pray and tried to resign ourselves to our fate. The men had fled
for their lives, and the 'women and ourselves were left alone. As
we were in a canyon with the mountains on one side and the river
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on the other, we could not escape even if we wanted to. Well, we
slept very little that night, and our thanksgiving to the Almighty
were fervent indeed for having escaped the terrible fate anticipated.
Our fears were groundless as the disturbance was not caused by the
Indians, but by the men themselves.
Well, we made our way to the Black Range at last; and a lonely,
lonesome way it was, but when we got there we did not find the
kind, generous Irish heart that we had met in other camps; consequently [we received] a very unwelcome reception and very
little money as both the company and men were Scotch, and
seemed to know very little about sisters. 35 We were told that those
immensely wealthy mines were discovered by an Irishman who
sold them to the Jews for I 6,000 dollars, and the Jews sold them
for 3,000,000 [dollars] to the Scotch company.36 Well it was
getting late, and we had to think of getting to some place where
we might spend the night; and to go round to the little' town of
Clifton 37 was seven miles; and as the town was at the foot of the
mountain, we thought we could drive down as someone had done
before as we could see the track of the wheels. So we got out of the
conveyance, and started to walk; and the driver also got out to
guide the horses down the precipice, for a precipice indeed it was;
and I shall never forget the fear and anguish I suffered during that
descent, fearing the driver and horses would be dashed to destruction for both driver and horses belonged to [?] Ward and [?]
Courtney; and they had not only placed the horses at our disposal,
but paid a man for three days to drive us from camp to camp. May
God reward with glory everlasting those kind, generous men who
did so much for us in those years of struggle. There was no sacrifice
they were not willing to make for our sake. Even the Protestant
gentlemen seemed to consider it an honor to be allowed to help us.
Well, we got to the foot of the mountain into the little town of
Clifton, and the place was so crowded that we could find no one to
give us lodging; finally we got a place in a tent; and what a place it
was. We got no rest during that night for we felt that there were
all kinds of people around, and the sooner we would get out of
there the better; so we started off the next morning. We had a few
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narrow escapes in crossing the [Blue] River;38 on the whole, our
trip in that part of the country did not leave very pleasant memories.
I have not mentioned the amount of money collected in those
different trips as I rarely took the trouble to count it, but I think
we usually brought home nine to twelve and fifteen hundred
dollars; but on the trip about which I am going to write next, we
brought home 4,500 [dollars], but we were out three months, and
traveled from one end of Colorado to the other, and our adventures
were many and thrilling.
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the late I 860s. James C. Olson,' History of Nebraska, 2nd ed. (Lincoln,
1966), pp. 112, 189.
17. A standard Concord stagecoach fitted nine passengers on front,
center, and rear seats. Winther, Transportation.Frontier, p. 60.
18. Plains Indians revenged the November, 1864, Chivington Massacre
at Sand Creek by attacking communication routes in the winter of 18641865. In late summer 1865, thousands of hostiles remained on the Plains to
hinder stagecoaches, mail dispatches, and telegraph lines. Some stage lines
halted service. Winther, Transportation Frontier,p. 135.
19. New Bent's Fort, located a few miles east of the junction of the
Purgatory and Arkansas Rivers in Colorado. Although built in 1853, that
transportation point had declined by the sister's visit. William Bent died in
1869. David Lavender, Bent's Fort (Garden City, N.Y., 1954), pp. 15-16,
32 4.
20. Primitive conditions at stage stations caused much discomfort for
passengers. Besides abundant filth, the rest stops featured inedible food and
outrageous sleeping accommodations. Winther, Transportation Frontier,
p.68.
21. Born in Riom, France, on August II, 1812, Bishop Joseph Projectus
Machebeuf came to Santa Fe with Bishop Lamy in 1850' In late 1860 he
arrived in Denver to begin his Colorado career, eventually becoming Denver's first bishop in 1868. He died on August 10, 1889. Salpointe, Soldiers
of the Cross, pp. 229-30. For more details see W. J. Howlett, Life of the
Right Reverend Joseph P. Machebeuf, D. D. (Pueblo, Colorado, 1908).
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22. Ranch headquarters stood on the Cimarron River. It featured a
residence, stables, and a three-story grist mill. William A. Keleher, Maxwell Land Grant: A New Mexico Item (Santa Fe, 1942), p. 29.
23. Utes and Jicarilla Apaches lived nearby, drawing government rations at Cimarron. They considered Lucien B. Maxwell a friend and advisor. Consequently they protected the ranch from other Indians' raids.
Keleher, Maxwell Grant, p. 30.
24. On September 27, 1852, Mother Mary Magdalen and four other
Sisters of Loretto arrived in Santa Fe at Lamy's request to open a school.
Salpointe, Soldiers of the Cross, pp. 202-03; Horgan, Lamy, p. 164.
25. On December 22, 1865, the man broke into Bishop Lamy's bedroom, demanding $50' "Attempted Murder," Santa Fe Weekly Gazette,
December 20, 1865.
26. Thomas Hayes, a recently recruited priest, accompanied Lamy to
the West in 1865. Horgan, Lamy, p. 238.
27. In a few years the hospital served as many as seventy-three patients
and sixty orphans. Defouri, Historical Sketch, p. 103.
28. The first track in New Mexico came on November I, 1878. By
July, 1879, the Atchinson, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad operated as far
south as Las Vegas, New Mexico. Santa Fe received service via a branch
line on February 9, 1880. Jim F. Heath, "A Study of the Influence of the
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad upon the economy of New
Mexico 1878-19°0," (M.A. Thesis, University of New Mexico, 1966,)
pp. 35-3 6.
29. Sisters Augustine, Antonia, or Aloque?
30. On May 10, 1867, Sister Louise Barron left the mother house for
New Mexico. She had served as assistant-Mother of the Community.
Segale, End of Trail, p. 100.
31. On May 10, 1867, Sister Augustine Barron left the mother house
in Cincinnati with her sister, Louise Barron, for New Mexico. Segale, End
of Trail, p. 100.
32. In August, 1882, Sister Aloque joined several other sisters from
Santa Fe in opening a school in Albuquerque. Segale, End of Trail, p. 214.
33. Located between Silver City and Truth or Consequences, the
Black Range experienced a small mining boom in the I 880s, producing
$300,000 in silver. Paige W. Christiansen, The Story of Mining in New
Mexico (Socorro, 1974), p. 73.
34. In a March, 1883, raid from Mexico, Chiricahua Apaches led by
Chief Chato, murdered Judge H. C. McComas and his wife near Silver
City. The Indians carried off the judge's son into captivity. Ralph Emerson
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Twitchell, Leading Facts of New Mexican History 3 vols. (Cedar Rapids,
Iowa, 1912),2:441.
3;. The men were probably Presbyterian and hence less than welldisposed toward any Roman Catholics.
36. In 1872, two partners, Goulding a.l1d Metcalf, sold their Clifton
copper mine, the "Longfellow," to Henry Lesinsky for $20,000. In 1882
Lesinsky and his associates sold the mine to British and Scot investors for
$1,200,000 ($400,000 per partner) who formed the Arizona Copper Co.
Floyd S.Fierman, "Jewish Pioneers in the Southwest: A Record of the
Freudenthal-Lesinsky-Solomon Families," Arizona and the West, 2 (Spring
1960): 60-6 3'
37. Clifton remains a few miles west of the Arizona/New Mexico
border in southeastern Arizona. Located at the bottom of high cliffs on the
Blue River, the town was probably an abbreviation of "Cliff Town." Byrd
H. Granger, Will C. Barnes' Arizona Place Names (Tucson, 1960), p. 16;.
38. The Blue River flows into the Gila River a few miles south of
Clifton.
NOTE: The conclusion of "Sister Mallon's Journal" will appear in the
July 1977 issue (;2: 3) of the New Mexico Historical Review.
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News

THE NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, the Museum of Albuquerque,
and the Museum of New Mexico are sponsoring a conference entitled
"Cultural Conflict in New Mexico: Issues of Public Concern," to be held
at the Museum of Albuquerque from June 2 through June 4, 1977. The
general public is urged to attend all sessions. The presentations given by
scholars in the humanities will illustrate how human values must be considered in public and legalistic decisions; how historic rulings have affected
future generations; how traditional roles are in the process of change; and
how 'alternatives may be established to deal with these situations. Discussion will follow all sessions. The introductory session, starting at 7: 30
PM on June 2, will deal with land controversies. Friday sessions, starting
at 9: 30 AM and again at 2: 00 PM, will deal with education and legal
rights, respectively. Saturday sessions, scheduled for 9:00 AM and 10:30
AM, will deal with state politics and women's rights. Participants in the
conference have been directly concerned with the problems raised in the
se:ssions for many years, and include scholars and activists from across the
Southwest. Funding for the conference is being provided by the New
Mexico Humanities Council.
THE ORAL HISTORY ASSOCIATION will hold its 12th National Workshop
and ColloqUium at the Hotel del Coronado, California, near San Diego.
For further information about the meeting, to be held from October 20
to October 23, 1977, write to Ronald E. Marcello, Executive Secretary,
Oral History Association, Box 13734, N.T. Station, North Texas State
University, Denton, Texas 762°3.
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ADMINISTRATIVE HISTORY, CANYON DE CHELLY NATIONAL MONUMENT,
ARIZONA. By David M. Brugge and Raymond Wilson. Washington: National Park Service, 1974. Pp. xiv, 309. Illus., maps, notes, bibliog., index,
appendices. No price indicated.
BRUGGE AND WILSON provide a detailed administrative· history of C?nyon
de Chelly National Monument. Their opening chapters utilize the meager
sources available to outline the visit of whites to the area fromihe late
eighteenth century until early in the twentieth century.. By the latter date,
Canyon de Chelly had attracted the attention of scientists, a~cheologists,
and writers who recognized the value of the local prehistoric. sites and
artifacts. Despite severe vandalism by relic collectors and the threat of
erosion damage to the rui~s, federal officials waited until the early I926s
before seriously proposing to make Canyon de Chelly a national monument.
This was finally achieved in February, 1931 when President Hoover signed
legislation setting· aside 131 square miles which included not only the
canyon system but also the area along the rims.
As the auth.ors repeatedly stress, the Canyon de Chelly National Monument has operated from the first under unique circumstances. Th~ monument is)ocated deep ~ithin the Navajo Reservation, and the 1931 legislation permitted the tribe to retain ownership of the land. The National Park
Service (NPS),· however, has operated the monument, overseen t(:>uri~t
visitations, constructed roads, trails, buildings, and other fa(:ilities,· and
regulated a privately-owned dude ranch located at the mouth of the canyon.
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The Bureau of Indian Affairs has also been involved in monument activities,
at least indirectly, because of education, medical services, and the other
functions the agency provides. Local Navajos-living inside or near the
monument-have frequently been affected by and have influenced monument administration. Finally, Navajos in general view Canyon de Chelly
as sacred land intimately associated with their tribal religion.
The complex relationships between these interest groups has been central to the administration of Canyon de Chelly National Monument.
Sources of friction cited by the authors include the Navajo Tribal Council's
periodic disgruntlement with NPS control over the monument, difficulty
in drawing an accurate boundary, the tribe's efforts to tax a trading post at
the dude ranch, and the construction of roads and trails. Although these
matters were important, informal cooperation also frequently characterized
the interaction of the interest groups. NPS employees, for example, often
provided transportation for sick Navajos, buried their dead, and assisted
Indians marooned by blizzards. One gathers from the author's discussion
that the benefits provided by NPS have roughly balanced the problems
engendered by the unusual administrative arrangements.
The authors convey some excellent insights into Navajo affairs since
1931, the changing attitudes of tribal leadership, and even national Indian
policy. Although the canyon was severely isolated by poor roads in the
1930S and visitation was consequently low, the "preservationist" Indian
Commissioner John Collier attempted to discourage the attraction of white
tourists, and to return the area to tribal control. With the rise of Indian
nationalism and the Kennedy administration's encouragement of self-determination, a faction of councilmen demanded that the tribe assume control
of the monument in the fall of 1962. NPS responded by returning Meredith
Guillet as superintendent and permitting him to shape his administration
in ways to assist local Navajos. While relations between NPS and .the
Navajos improved greatly under Guillet, the authors suggest in their concluding chapter that a tribal takeover remains a strong possibility.
In terms of scholarship, little fault can be found in Brugge and Wilson's
treatment. They have used a wide variety of local, regional, and national
records and footnoted their sources extensively. Both the bibliography and
appendices are useful. While some interviews are cited, greater use of this
type of materials might have been productive. The authors' writing style
is clear and permits them to compress their information successfully. Their
rigorous use of chronological organization creates problems of transition, but
their study is far more readable than most government-sponsored publications.
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In conclusion, Canyon de Chelly is a well-researched, detailed, and
objective study of a national monument that has developed under highly
unusual administrative conditions.
Purdue University

DONALD 1. PARMAN

BORDERLAND IN RETREAT: FROM SPANISH LOUISIANA TO THE FAR SOUTHWEST. By Abraham P. Nasatir. Albuquerque: University of New
Mexico Press, 1976. Pp. x, 175. Maps, notes, bibliog., index. $12.00.
ONE ALMOST has to be a specialist on Byzantine intrigue to sort out the
multitiude of competitors, interests, and plots involved in the history of
Spanish Louisiana. As was so often the case in the late eighteenth century,
however, Spanish policy was essentially defensive-the events were usually
precipitated by others. Whether the current enemy was Britain, France, the
United States, Indian tribes, or some private conspiratorial group of fur
traders, settlers, or agents, Spain suffered from shortages of troops, lack of
funds, outdated policies, and omnipresent bureaucrats. Despite all of these
weaknesses, the Spaniards clung to their vast North American territories
longer than might be expected given the poWer of the opposition. Although
the frontier from the Mississippi River to the Rocky Mountains was eroded
by diplomatic settlements and the harsh realities of trader and settler pressuresupon empty lands, Spain was not ejected until the victory of Mexican
independence.
Abraham Nasatirbrings to this complex subject the depth of experience
required to present the broad overview. Half a century of research enables
him to transcend the microscopic details which have sidetracked many
historians. Here is the continental picture. The seven essays treat different
frontiers or borderlands and examine how Spain reacted to increasing pressures between 1750 and 1820. Whether the frontier was located along the
Lower Mississippi, the Upper Missouri, or in the land of the Santa Fe
Trail, Nasatir stresses a number of common themes. Most important, the
Spanish imperial government never really viewed its immense territories
as anything but a defensive barrier or buffer to protect the kingdom of New
Spain. Yet there were insufficient troops in the Mississippi Valley, Spanish
Illinois, or in New Mexico to prevent the incursions of foreign traders and
explorers. While foreign settlers were permitted to take up residence in the
Mississippi Valley, their allegiance to Spain was often little more thana
temporary expedient to gain lands or trading rights. More often than not,
commerce fell to the British or American traders who used more aggIessive
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techniques, sold cheaper goods, and enjoyed the support of their home
governments. Equally important, Spain's Indian policy suffered from shortages of funds to pay for gifts. Spanish traders who had to pay high taxes
and transpoitation costs for lower quality goods found themselves in a disadvantageous position. Fortunately, the Indians often recognized the greater
dangers posed by land-hungry American frontiersmen.
Without an aggressive settlement plan, Spanish Louisiana was bound to
fall. Even with temporary victories resulting from the American Revolution,
British traders continued to force the Spaniards out of the Upper Mississippi region. Nasatir describes how St. Louis became little more than a
listening post in territory dominated by foreigners. Plans to expel the
British and to create a string of forts westward to the Pacific came to nothing. By the 179os, Spain's position was becoming increasingly untenable.
Fear of an invasion from Canada, French }acobinism, and the growing
flood of suspect American settlers renewed anxieties about the safety of
Texas, New Mexico, and New Spain. The Treaty of San Lorenzo Real
(Pinckney's Treaty) in 1795 opened the Mississippi to American commerce
and represented a major victory for the United States. Spain's shoe-string
empire along the Mississippi began to crumble.
With the loss of Louisiana to France and then to the United States,
the defenses of Texas and New Mexico took on renewed importance. Again,
Nasatir combines his own research with that of other specialists to view
the broad continental picture. American, British, and French Canadian
competitors respected no frontier if there were profits to be made. Despite
the explorations of Pedro Vial in opening routes to Santa Fe and exploring
the region between New Mexico and Louisiana, Spain failed to implement
an adequate defense policy. There was no money to secure Indian alliances,
build forts, and hire soldiers. Cheaper trade goods and particularly muskets
were available from the English and American traders. Finally, the Lewis
and Clark expedition and the explorations of Zebulon Montgomery Pike
demonstrated that Spain was overextended and unable to sustain· a frontier
far to the north of New Mexico.
Nasatir presents his subject in a clear and highly readable form. The use
of independent essays adds clarity although there is occasionally some unnecessary repetition. The lack of footnotes will probably please some readers
.and annoy others. Since several of the essays are based upon extensive primary research, notes would have been useful. At times it is difficult to see
whether some recent research has been incorporated into the author's interpretation. For example, Nasatir. should have used Warren 1. Cook's work
when discussing the Spanish attempts to intercept the Lewis and Clark
expedition. On more minor points, Luis de Onfs is described as a Bona-
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partist ambassador (p. 145)-which must have made him tum in his grave.
Finally, while the book is _well provided with maps and most attractive
from the technical point of view, there are a number of typographical errors
(pp.68, 133, 143, 158, 168). These small flaws do not detract from the fact
that this well balanced study is a major contribution and will be of great use
to students of Borderlands history.
University ~f Calgary

CHRISTON I. ARCHER

THE NAVAJOS AND THE NEW DEAL. By Donald L. Parman. New Haven:
Yale University Press, 1976. Pp. xx, 316. Illus" bibliog., index. $17.50'
MOST HISTORIANS of American Indian policy (as well as many -Indians),
consider the tenure-of Commissioner of Indian Affairs John Collier (19331945)~the period of the so-called Indian New Deal-as one of the bright
spots in recent race relations. But to the Navajos, then and now, the name
John Collier is almost a swear word. The reasons for this enigma make up
the body of this well-written book.
Parman has successfully undertaken the task of reviewing one- of the
most neglected aspects of modern Indian history. By analyzing both the
Navajo experience during the New Deal and the actions of the reformminded commissioner he has compiled an excellent narrative of the interactions of.government and tribe. The result is an account of how Collier, a
man extremely sympathetic to the preservation of Indian life and the auth~r
of the Wheeler-Howard Act (1934), attempted to bring the New Deal to
the Navajo by reorganizing tribal government, improving education and
medical care, encouraging arts and crafts, and beginning a program of soil
conservation through stock reduction. Yet, Collier only succeeded in arousing the ire of the Navajo; because, as author Parman states, the idealism
and passion for changing reservation life failed to take into account Indian
sentiments on such issues as sChools and their attachment to the stOek~
raising economy.
Although early opposition to the New Deal program came from the "progressive" Navajo leader J: c. Morgan, a man resenting any attempt to slow
the old forced assimilation program"the real crux of the problem came with
the stock reduction effort, an issue which Morgan eventually combined
with-his own anti-government stance to obtain the tribal chairmanship. The
stock reduction still arouses bitter memories. Parman contends that the
Collier plan was justified-the unregulated grazing of too many Navajo
sheep severely harmed the range. Moreover, Collier planned to make up
for -the lost sheep by providing federal jobs and promising an increase
in livestock prices once the. range improved. However, the government
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bungled the affair, causing most Navajos to react with a feeling that they
were being forcibly deprived of their main source of livelihood. Collier
seemed bent on destroying their traditional way of life. The reduction consequently had the effect of turning the Navajos against any government
program, effectually crippling other plans for reservation improvement.
This event destroyed the New Deal for the Navajos.
The book is well researched and organized, with chapters concerning all
the New Deal programs. It is as fair as possible to both sides. Parman's
sympathy is clearly with the government-he sees Morgan's opposition as
an unfortunate event that worked against the best interest of the Navajos.
Still, Collier emerges as no saint. He was a reforming idealist convinced his
solutions would be readily accepted by the Indians. He gravely miscalculated by attempting a rapid change in the status quo and compounded his
error by forcing unpopular programs. Like many reformers he discovered
the large difference between theory and reality.
There are few problems with the book. Some might disagree with the
defense of stock reduction, prefer to see more comparisons with tribal situations during the New Deal, or like more clarification of the operation of
tribal government prior to 1934. Still these are very minor points and do not
detract from this significant work. It is a must for all interested in Southwestern history.
Arizona State University

ROBERT A. TRENNERT

FRIARS, SOLDIERS, AND REFORMERS: HISPANIC ARIZONA AND THE SONORA
MISSION FRONTIER,1767-1856. By John L. Kessell. Tucson: The University of Tucson Press, 1976. Pp. xvi, 347. Illus., maps, bibliog., index.
$14·5°'
THIS IS ESSENTIALLY the story of the continued invasion of Indian lands
during the .later period of Spanish Empire expansion, Mexican consolidation, and early American (United States) occupation. The official invaders
were ·religious, military, and governmental administrators who represented
the imperial aims of the Spanish metropolis. Mingling with them were
prospectors, stockmen, farmers with their livestock and food plants; and
ever present were the hidden invaders, disease germs and viruses.
The invaders could not fail ultimately to triumph because of their advantages in weaponry, through the power of their religious and political bigotry,
and with their overall superiority in numerical strength which through the
years would far exceed the Indian population of the vast, sparsely populated
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region, especially when the factor of disease is considered. The wonder is
that Indian resistance, covert and overt, could endure as lOng as it did. The
tenacity and elan of the Apaches was especially remarkable. Yet, when one
examines the victory of the "civillzing process" it is still true that traces of
the original human and environmental nature of the region have survived.
The author has done an impresSive job in detailing and organizing a
century of developments in the northwest Mexico-southern Arizona-New
Mexico region. He regrets the fact there are virtually no native Sources foi:
his account, but because he has so carefully examined and organized the
contents of the documentS left by the invaders it is possible for the reader
to understand the overall sense of what happened after·the Jesuit expulsion
through to the beginning of the United States presence in the northern
section.
The author has emphasized a biographical approach to his analysis;' individuals until now nameless emerge as personalities. The detail is immense,
sometimes overpowering; but such a use of facts is perhaps the way the
author viewed his responsibility to the reader. The account is refreshingly
free of the romanticism which has often created an aura of unrealism about
the Southwest. As the author suggests, "nothing knocks a stereotype in the
head so soundly as a dirty, eye-gouging fight among friars'" (Preface, xiii).
The book is beautifully printed, and its content includes numerous maps
and illustrations and extensive footnotes on the pages where they belo~g.
A splendid bibliography and a detailed index complete the volume.
.

Berkeley, California

THEODORE E. TREUTLEIN

PANHANDLE PILGRIMAGE: ILLUSTRATED TALES TRACING HISTORY IN THE
TEXAS PANHANDLE. By Pauline Durrett Robertson and R. L. Robertson.
Canyon Texas: Staked Plains Press, 1976. Pp. 369. Illus., maps, notes,
bibliog., index. $12.50'
As DEFINED in the bOok the Panhandle of Texas is composed of the twentysix most northerly counties of the state. Comprising an area of approximately 25,000 square miles, the Panhandle is just about the same size as
the state of West Virginia. -Even so, this area, as large or larger than ten
states of the union, represents less than ten percent of the land area of
Texas.
. As a small part of Texas located far from the population and power
centers of the, state, the Panhandle has received relatively little attention
from professional historians. This neglect has been compounded by the
fact that the Panhandle has only a'!>?ut one hundred years'
recorded

of
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history, making it a relative newcomer in comparison with other areas of
~he state. Pr.ofessional historians have, in recent years, been giving more
serious attention to the area as evidenced by the valuable book, The Texas
Panhandle Frontier, published in 1973 by Professor Frederick W. Rathjen
of West Texas State University.
Most of the history of the Texas Panhandle has been written by amateurs
with an interest in local events. As is true in all areas, such history is very
uneven. Some of it is as good as any professional could produce; some of it
is so bad that it should not be mentioned.
This new book on the Panhandle was written by a husband-wife team
that would be classified as one of the best of amateur productions. The
authors' special training is in photography, but as this book proves they are
also capable local historians.
Especially valuable is the very large collection of photographs in the
book. Very few historical works have brought together so many illustrations
on all phases of a region's history while, at the same time, providing a very
thorough and complete narrative.
Weaknesses that might be mentioned are those usually associated with
works by non-historians. Although the book includes a very complete bibliography, the text is not footnoted, thus limiting its use for scholars. Also,
non-professionals are inclined to include material that may not be verifiable
or to give equal credence.and space to stories that are difficult to verify. Like
so many books on the Southwest the emphasis is on the nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries with only a modest amount of space devoted to
the more recent part.
Despite theminor limitations, anyone interested in the Texas Panhandle
of the Llano Estacado should consult this book. It will be useful to researchers and interesting to the general reader interested in the history of this
region.
Eastern New Mexico University

DONALD W. WHISENHUNT·

SPANISH COLONIAL TUCSON. By Henry F. Dobyns. Tucson: The University of Arizona Press, 1976. Pp. xi, 246. Illus., maps, notes, app., bibliog.,
.
index. $5.95 paper, $1 I .50 cloth.
As A BOOK REVIEW is hardly the ideal place to discourse on the long debated
relationship between form and content, Henry Dobyns' scholarly Spal1ish
Colonial Tucson would hardly be an expected stimulus for such a discussion. Nevertheless, it is so. Dobyns admirably has brought together much
hitherto unpublished material. He has contributed analysis and interpreta-
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tion of his sources. The publisher has enclosed Dobyns' work between
pleasingly colored covers. Left to the reader is the rest; a good deal' of
organization, interpolation, and adjustment, before full understanding or
appreciation possibly can be reached. Form mars cbntent.
Reading historians rely on footnotes, the purpose of which, is to provide
readily information that is inappropriate to the text. lri Spanish Colonial
Tucson, notes are arranged in Part IV of the hook, which is rather peculiarly entitled "Supplementary Data." Further listing indicates that such
added attractions are the appendix ("Tables, Inventories, and Charts"),
notes, bibliography, and index. Are any of these, but the praiseworthy
compendium of statistics included in the appendix, supplementary?
Once the reader locates the "Notes to the Chapters" (following thirty
pages of appendix), he is more than likely unable to find the information he
seeks, if it be simple citation. Dobyns has chosen to use a footnote style
seemingly devised to obfuscate rather than clarify. For example, translated document on pages 118-119 of the text signed by Friar .Pedro de
Arriquibar on' March 6, 1806 is noted with the number 30. On page 207
near the back of the book, note 30 appears; It reads "Arriquibar 6 de Marzo
de 1806a." Repetition reinforces but does not edify. The persistent reader
flips pages to the Bibliography, which is divided into sections called "Printed
Works" and "Manuscripts;" Arriquibar's name is located' alphabetically,
beneath which is found a chronological' listing of his "manuscripts.'" The
reader distinguishes between "Marzo 6 de 1806a" and "Marzo 6 de 1806b"
(observing that dates are, not written in Spanish in this manner), and
finally arrives at the information sought some time ago. The document is
to be found in "AGEMS," quickly deciphered through use of the abbreviation key. While searching for the location of the translated document, the
reader cannot help but note that various notables wrote documents included
in the Bibliography, such as "Carlos III, King of Spain," and his sOn,
"Carlos IV, King of Spain," both of whom wrote many "manuscripts."
There' are, then, numerous eccentricities to be found in the notes and
bibliography, as well as in the other "Supplementary Data." Furthermore,
there are stylistic traps in. the text which ensnare the reader by detracting
att~ntion from content. The reader is assaulted by a minefield of expository
explosives, such as one sentence in a chapter introduction (page 196) which
contains no fewer than a dozen prepositional phrases. Translations tend to
be awkward, Spanish surname usage'is inconsistent, Native AniericanIndian 'terminology suffcisconfusion.
'
,
. ,Dobyns' research has contributed to knowledge of the development and
demography of'Spanish Tucson. The University of Arizona Press has
made possible the dissemination of Dobyns' valuable work., It is lamentable

a
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that myriad typographical, grammatical, syntactical, and stylistic faults
were not skimmed from the top of this quantitative study, so that the full
Bavor and quality of the cream might be savored.

Los Angeles County Museum

of Natural

History

JANET R. FIREMAN

DESERT DOCUMENTARY: THE SPANISH YEARS, 1767-1821. By Kieran McCarty. Arizona: Arizona Historical Society, 1976. Pp. viii, 150. Illus.,
maps, index. Cloth, $9.5°, paper, $5.00.
THIS short volume contains translations of Spanish documents related to
the history of Southern Arizona from 1767 to I82I. Included in the collection are Juan Bautista de Anza's service record, an account of the 1781
Yuma Revolt by a woman survivor, and an interesting piece describing
Sonora's contribution to the American Revolution as well as other military
reports and records related to Tucson and Tubac. One of the most diverse
items included is titled "Tucson's First Murder Trial," a fascinating account
rich in social history. In general McCarty has produced a nne set of readable
translations.
Lack of continuity between these assorted documents is the main weakness of the collection. Moreover, little thematic linkage exists among the
selections, which are bound by their relationship to the history of Pimeria
Alta. Another small, but important, omission appears in the disregard for
the Spanish form of letter writing. Missing from the translations are such
essential elements as salutations, complimentary close phrases, abstracts of
official correspondence, and indications, at least, of rubrics which graced
each signature. Such elements not only serve to distinguish the Hispanic
style but reveal much about Spanish culture and protocol. In addition to
such paleographic problems, "modem Mexican-Americans" will not be
pleaSed with McCarty's well-intentioned, but unnecessary, prefatory comments on what he believes to be the meaning of Aztlan. Still, despite these
shortcomings, which are incidental to the translations, this volume is recommended.

UJiiversity of Arizona

JOSEPH P. SANCHEZ

CITIES ON STONE: NINETEENTH CENTURY LITHOGRAPH IMAGES OF THE
URBAN WEST. By John W. Reps. Fort Worth: Amon Carter Museum,
1976. Pp. iv, 99. Illus., maps, notes, app. Softback $9'95, hardback
$14·95·
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JOHN REps continues to enhance his reputation for quality contributions in
presenting us with this genuine visual feast. Indeed, anyone interested in
western urban history \vill cherish this attractive and important book. Over
fifty of the finest nineteenth century lithograph images of the urban West
grace its pages along with an informative introduction detailing not only
the history of the process of lithography but also the lives and times of the
artists and publishers involved.
Colorful panoramic views of many of the significant cities of the West
are exhibited, including Chicago, St. Louis, San Francisco, Sacrame~to,
San Jose, Los Angeles, Dallas, Omaha, Butte, Fort Worth, Tacoma; 'Billings, San Antonio, Galveston, Houston, Tulsa, Santa Fe, Phoenix, Salt
Lake City, and Portland. Many of the views include local scene vignettes
around their edges, making them even more appealing. Reps points out
that these city views were often used to publicize and promote the cities
they depicted. Western railroads and city boosters in general, public and
private, were quick to use them as advertising aids in speeding up the
settlemc:;nt of the urban' West. Proud local leaders also prized them as
"ornaments" for home, office, and official buildings.
Reps also notes that there were occasional mistakes and misrepresentations, but overall the views were quite accurate. They were subject to careful examinaton by local residents who wanted authentic portraits of their
city and their property, one reason being their desire to protect themselves
and their city from any error or exaggeration which could bring harmful
criticism from irate newcomers or rival towns. Equally important was the
reputation of the artists and their awareness that they would.be judged by
potential subscribers to their views in one city by past performances in
other towns. Reps made comparisons with photographs of the time and he
found that "even in the tiny buildings on the prints such matters as fenestration, roof types, porches, signs, chimneys, and dozens of similar architectural minutiae are rendered with faithful accuracy." There is no doubt,
he concludes, that the views.. "truly convey the look of the urban West
when the region was young and every town could dream of a glorious
future."
The Amon Carter Museum, Fort Worth, should alS() be,commended for
the superb way in which it presented this delightful book. It is a' work of
art in every way, and hopefully it will find the admiring audience it deserves.
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CHEROKEE SUNSET: A NATION BETRAYED. By Samuel Carter III. Garden
City: Doubleday & Company, Inc., 1976. Pp. xii, 318. Illus.; maps, notes,
bibliog., index. $9.95.
THE CHEROKEE INDIANS, a people native to the southern Appalachians,
have attracted as much scholarly and journalistic attention as any North
American tribe. The broad outlines of their history between 1787 and 1839,
as a consequence, are reasonably well-known. During these years the
Cherokees made remarkable religious, linguistic, literary, legal, economic,
and political progress. Despite these accomplishments, they were pressured
by Georgia and national officials to remove from their homeland. Early on
the tribe was united in its efforts to resist removal, but a series of dramatic
circumstances prompted a minority led by the Ridge and Boudinot-Watie
families to sign in December, 1835, the Treaty of New Echota which committed the tribe to migrate west of the Mississippi. Thereafter in 1838
occurred the Cherokee 'Trail of Tears" and in the following year the
brutal assassination of three of those who had signed the removal treaty.
Based upon secondary and some well-known primary sources, Cherokee
Sunset retells this largely familiar story, presumably from the Indians' point
of view. It is a well-written account, and for those who seek a general introduction to Cherokee history, it can be read with a good deal of profit.
Yet the book should be approached with some caution. Restricted to the
Cherokee alone, it leaves the erroneous impression that they were the only
native peoples to make civilized advances and that the removal policy was
fashioned for their special benefit. In fact, however, the Cherokee syllabary
was not "unparalleled in American Indian history (p. ix)" nor was the
treaty of New Echota the "most outrageous (p. 190)" of its kind. Moreover,
the book's unrestrained sympathy for John Ross and his resistance to removal reinforces a popular misconception concerning the chief's biggerthan-life image. The 4,000 deaths-25 percent of the emigrant population
-resulting from removal must, of course, be ultimately attributed to the
government. Yet it is also true that other tribes suffered an equally traumatic removal without the high casualty rate. The difference was that their
chiefs did not resist the inevitable, insist that the date of departure be postponed from Spring to Fall, or reject the good offices of the government in
organizing the actual removal process.
If Cherokee Sunset is read an introduction to the tribe's history, then,
it is recommended. If it is viewed as an authoritative account of those years
preceding removal, however, it should be read only in conjunction with
other recent studies of the tribe.
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